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JEF IR IC BT A RS HROBAEIC L 2 EEL
X OVREHIHER ORER 2 AR5 9 2 7200, IR 70 -
B OB AE RN & EIRPUE 2 e L7, B REmE
Rothkoph &, #HEEPUMEIE An b D FEIHES 72,

in vitro B, HEALIE @ control B % 5% L, HkkaEt L 72,
contorol #f & in vitro BEIZIL L, TOMO 3 THEAE L
R 7z 1 EEHIL control B & Z OMBO B TH
#ARRO, BEESHET R D E <, tenolysis 2 HED K

VIR I & BRO) R A L, 3 B R 2 2 1 H B EE) Y2572, Tenolysis 1 #E & mn vitro REZHE AT R

O EBYEBNEE, 3 B EE A I HEREED tenolysis 1 A, molz MRS 3BEKRL D O 6 ERIZIEREEN 21T

6 [ [ 52 2 L 2 FBEAT O tenolysis 2 B, BEREE DA D FEERIL OB AL S AN TH S EE 2 LN
Key words : tenosuture, tenolysis, gliding resistance, in vivo modej, adhesion

L. # § A FH & W E RO L L 2 R T 5 HIY TR

FIREHRTROGEICB VT, HE MEETo72. 2B, RFRITETFERS

WAEANBRREA E LT, FFIEHEH MR
(metacarpophalangeal joint, PLF MCP BAgi &
W& 9 ) 20 & 3 Az 38 &7 M B & (proximal
interphalangeal joint, LAF PIP BHE & #&§)
I COHEEPEIToND,, HiEED LI
B RS O BR S N7 MR AR & o 75:
FEHIE L OV TR E B & R e
(flexor digitorum profundus, PLF FDP t
B597) DEATL, HEIE L NVICES ERXK
LCEITT A 720, JE B E ORI
ENWELRT VDL ENTWE, AL
DIEOEESERLNL2D, LIE LISESR
BT ST e B LA L, T - R o
TEIRITO B D> & B R BER) R O &7 2 47 - 72
e A

ZFIZT, bhtbiuie—27 V% WAk
ENERESE TV 2R L, BERIEET 22 O
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B ERIREHC RO & FEE L 72

II. ARMB/ROTE

1. Wrgesre

EHS~107r HOoE =7 vk (KE9.85
~ 11.20kg, F3510.65kg) #+ A 6 D
DHE2~L5IROF U IFE MR E L2 KE
E3BEBICETET COEBERZ 1T - /2
W (HERES n = 8), MRS 3HRZ H@
?U?ﬁ'ﬁ’a’:ﬁo 72# (tenolysis 1 # : n=8 ),

A 6 AR ERIEE A AT o 728 (ten01y51s 2

ﬁ"ﬁ ‘n=8) XL D 24§D H BLE 2 ~5%
DE2I/TORRAL., LB IIRES
AT o 728 (n vitro % : n=8), WiE %417 -
T Wit (control # : n=8) IX/ERIKL D 24
809 b at random |2 16 8% A 72, Bk
&, BHEEX AV 7V T v OKALREET I
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X 1. BEEEHROF 7 AN
Mt A 7L, BREORHOD, RITERE
JE AL, FRIHET, KBIENIE 90° ML & L,
TIAF vy FT AL LEER 3ERITo
7z.

LI, FR/IIHFLTI% AEN A~
YEBRYE OO BT R T 2 R — A58 AT - 72,

1) BEhEE)H

JEE W5 M8 3.4 * 0.3mm, M # K 35+
0.2mm (Pl £ EHERFE) |

PIP ol REMICHEYIF 2 Mz, K
T AR L CTHEYE L FDP % [ E 1%,
FDP O & % SinyICREYIMT L 7. Yk, 4-0
F4 8 »% (crownjun, EFEMERT) % Hw
THE#A L L Tmodified Kessler i TH& &
A, WAL LT5-0F 40 %
(crownjun, B 8AERT) % H W TRz %
28T BUEEIRES L7, BRARIE, BEoR
oo, fRITEERIA, FEE, N
B o0 gtz L, 79 AF v 7 FTAIZ
L BEEY 3HEMIT-72 (1), #ifkicidt
7720l 03gx1H1M5HMHARRKS
L L7z MRS 3 EBICEIED BEhER) )T
REZ F 7 AR TICIEMET o0& B) % Bl A
g7z (02). Mfes 6 HBIZRY PNV E
&= b7 L 10ml ERIRTESTCLEEIE
&, HHi 2 KRS CEElT L — 80C THiak
PRAr, #9 1 EBESRICHE B, WIRMES
DFHii 2 AT o 72 1%, WERSIZRE L 72,

2) tenolysis 1 #

JEE W5 M8 3.4 * 0.3mm, M H K 3.6+
0.2mm CPFIgfl + fEEERE).

H B EEN A & FAkIC e S L72f%, 38

B2, HENEREZ TR L Lo 7 AR
JEERE £ 3 B [ 2 12 TR & 1 v o> B EEs)
MR F T AER L L.

FTABEEERAT, 3 ARICAIRAIESE OFF
fili & BB A 1T > 72 RS TRV ZEYIC
BoTYWRL, T FDP & o AR #
HOFM & 47> 72, KIZ FDP & JEEHEH B X
OV & & FRARRR AR TR 3 2 M 2 W] i I 3)
BEL 712, BT ET D2 L RMEREL
FIAl, HEEEZ) O HEES iR ¥ 7 A
FH NI E T OEB) & MG S 72, Kl
%zt 7720n003g% 1 H1RES5HMH
AR G- & U7z BAES 6 1% (BEspisE 3.8
%) IR S ol R AF L 721, A9 1EH
BICHEIRFHRE, WIRIEE O %175 72
%, WEIRPLEE L7

3) tenolysis 2 &

fét ¥ 1§ 3.3+ 0.3mm, B K 3.7+
0.2mm CPFIgfl + R E).

HBEBp R & MR ICAE S L2, 6.8
FTAFEXAT, IBAES 6 HEICAIRIYRE
ORI & EFIBER 4T o 72, BAES THWZ
RYNZih->CYRM L, 3 FDP & BE#EOR
IR A9 O FFEA % 47 > 72, %RIZ FDP &
B L O & SR B A AE T D 2 T &
AOLZRIBE L 7-1%, BEEDSSTEICHEET A2 L%

R LMAL HEEES S HEEB %
FTALERTICHEME T OEH 2 IS &
7o, BMitRICEE 772700 03ghk 1H1
5 HRMARBS & Lz s ol (i
PUHE 3 BfA) (LI S HE HARLE L 7214,
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72 1. Rothkopf 5 ® Macroscopic adhesion rating scale”

0: None there is no adhesion between tendon and surrounding tissue

1: Few tendon can be very easily separated from surrounding tissue

2: Moderate tendon can be easily separated from surrounding tissue despite of some fibrous
bandles between tendon and surrounding tissue

3: Severe tendon can separated from surrounding tissue with difficulty because of many fibrous

bandles between tendon and surrounding tissue

4: Severe amd dense

tendon can separated from surrounding tissue only a scalpel because of hard and

dense fibrous tissue between tendon and surrounding tissue

¥ 1 AR IR %, WIRREE O Sl
ATo 72, WEERREZHE L.

4) in vitro ¥

JEE#SIE 3.4 = 0.2mm, JE¥IE 3.6 0.1
mm (Pl = R E).

HEyEB . tenolysis HOXHITH 5 /£
HURE 2 I B C ol L, RIARIC AR A 2 1T\,
WHARGE L2, &1 BRI IREHZ,
WERIAENE L.

5) control #

i ¥ ME3.4 = 0.1mm, M K 3.8+
0.1mm (CPFIgfE + fEEERE).

HEEBHE, tenolysis BHEO XM TH 5 /£
Tk % B BEER CREWT L, SR LR B
1AM RICE RS, Rz iE L.

2. WHgEhH

1) IRRAGHE 75 FF Al

A IR 1Y & O IK & % Rothkopf 5 ¥ @
adhesion rating scale0~4 5 5 Bl (F£ 1)
TEHMI L, HEREEHED 6 A%, tenolysis 1
HE 381% -6 1%, tenolysis 2 D 6 8% -
981, in vitro B & control L D AT
L 72, A BEANUEICIE Kruskal- Wallis
testiZ& B/ YN A M) v I TFY T A%
17\, post hoc test & L T Bonferroni test
MM L, pfl0.05 K % KW RIS
HEL L7

2) B - BEEERT v BRI E

B - RS RV EHRBUE L An & Y O E
WZhE- 72 (X3, 4). & S o BIAR % H

Mechanical
acuator.linear
potentiometer

Tensile load
transducer

A2 pulley and bone

load.250g
B 3. i AEHRBUNE g O BENE
Hk4 LB .

[ 4. FEBE OGNSR

AN b EIFHEOBRICAT, N
b DM 2 % k)T & BALA R L CllE
L, #hZEnzFl, F2&L, Flfllz~)
FCHBESE, NV NEBERNOF] - F2
TERINLENEXIBERIR E L2 B
Z1.5mm OF Ny 2 F—fFErhEHEoE
B2 o CHEARICHI A L, o670 %
T Far—y— kL ®EimE 250g
EHEEAE L7 BT R & RS A
pulley b8 X O TR & 7205
a, BTIHESHE fAalk fOM% pulley
RO L U BRI, 200,
30°, 40°, 50°, 60° D 5FHE L7z, O



230 WRE=, i
Case * B ,:(*
I
9 * 1 = 1
8
74
6 4
5 1 oscore 0
41 oscore 1
g mscore 2
1 mscore 3
0 mscore 4
& & o & o o
& © & & & & &
& § o N N 9 9
S & & &F ~ ©
4@» O\* 0\* O\§6 0\*6
@ PENPCOE S *p<0.05

5. WIRBYHEAE O FTif

contorol # & in vitro B IXFRDO 2 h > 72, tenolysis 2 FED 9 MK I
EIEEEI O 6 5, tenolysis 1 # 3 # 2, tenolysis 2 H D 6 #EE 12
WL AT 7HEHD -7 (p<005). tenolysis 1 #ED 6 HH X, HEES)
o 63HH, tenolysis 2D 6 HWHEIZIL L A7 2M&A > 72 (p<0.05).

FNET 7 F 2T —%—T, @AM
EECTENZN2.0mm/ o E Tk &
72 Fl, F2x@fiLzara—%—|
XD 10Hz CElERL 72, F1 & F2% 3[EET
WL, ZELZCEEIRONLEEZEZOND
#B(HE) ®2HHE 3EEOFHIEDFY
*RMEE L7 SHEORMOREERE
121% Kruskal-Wallis test IC & 5 / > /%7 X b
)y 77 ) A%FTV, post hoc test & L
T Nemenyi test 4T\, p{H 0.05 K & &
WA E L L.

. # &

1. IHR A5 STl

B ERNRE ClL, MRS IR MR
b, BHEOMME L & L TV72. tenolysis
1 BETIE, BB ST O BERE A 013 VA IR
k2 78 o AR B AR & S & FR O 7oA,
i )l 7 D W 500 2 ) BRLKELAR: & DI | e
ATE o7z, tenolysis 2 BT, FHEFIHE
il DBERE A BRI A ZEHLAE TR D VB FALRR &
DA R ROTH, AR OREATIZ R
Mk e OWAEIFERCTE Loz, T2 T
NRTOFENI BT B ORENERRG LR
DMz

WIRE A R L 7223 7 233 (X
5).

control #, in vitro # T IX 8 Bl & Bl A0
HTHoT.

HEREBIE O 6 HETIZ2 S0 36, 35
A4, 4 TAH 1 BICHINME £ R AT 2.8
+0.67 HTHoT.

tenolysis 1 #£ D 3HETIX 1 HA33 61, 2
B4, 3 EAS 1 B CHIYME £ BRI
6% TIE0MA3IB, 18
A3 341, 2 JAH 2 B TP HE + R AT 0.9
+ 0.8 HTHHo7.

tenolysis 2 #f @ 6 % TIE 3 & 455 Hl,
4 JTH 3BTl = R =1L 3.4 £ 0.5
M, 9B TIZO0EAT5 B, 1 EA 3B TF
Wl EEFAEIL04 £ 05 M ThHoT.

contorol # & in vitro # 1Z £ O b @ 3 B
W LEAE R 3T &2 o 72 (p<0.05).
tenolysis 2 # @ 9 E %X BB E B #E D 6.8
#, tenolysis 1 #® 3 %, tenolysis 2 HED
6EBZICHL L A a7 HMED - 72 (p<0.05).
tenolysis 1 #® 6 #A%IE, HERESHO 6.4
%, tenolysis 2 #ED 6 BRI L A 2 7 2MK
o7z (p<0.05). tenolysis 1 #® 3 ML,
tenolysis 2 # D 6 AZIZIL L A 3 72K o
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2. 5 HEH oW ERYE

Mean * stamdard deviation of the excursion resistance (X 10~ *N)

Angle (°) Control # in vitro # H B B i Tenolysis 1 # Tenolysis 2 #f
| | I | ' |
20° 420 £ 101 19.85 = 081 2449 + 189 1953 = 1.04 1681 = 183
i ; ]
= * \ T * ‘
30° 749 + 204 2468 + 118 2894 + 241 2305 *+ 311 1783 + 398
|
¥ 5 |
[ * |
‘ — . | : !
40° 940 = 2.09 2896 = 2.09 33.‘10 + 201 2716 £ 1.04 2250 £ 327
5 |
I . |
\ - | O _ ‘
50° 1149 = 091 3235 = 218 39132 + 421 31.18 £ 358 2472 + 347
s |
I ) v |
[ = ‘ o * l
60° 44.55 = 260 3657 = 1.62 44.‘55 + 369 3592 £ 158

E3

2833 + 278
|

%

*

72 (p<0.05). MR HERT & e f B4 3 iR D
E A 37 ORI tenolysis 1 BETIEiER
TX D> 7275, tenolysis 2 FECTITRER S L
72 (p<0.05). MEFIEE 3 EROHEA/Z 2713
tenolysis 1 # & tenolysis 2 B ICF F 2L
Doz

2. {EEHRYUHE

O ERMOFBRELRT (F2).

control # O EIRPLE O T34 + FEAE(R
L, 2007C4.20 £ 1.01 x 10 — 2N, 30°T
7.49 £ 0.81 X 10 — 2N, 40°T9.39 £ 1.4
X 10 — 2N, 50° T11.49 £ 1.82 x 10 — 2N,
60° T 14.55 £ 1.89 x 10 — 2N CTh o 7-.

in vitro ¥ O EIRPUIE O T4 1 + e
I 713, 20° CT19.85 £5.483 x 10 — 2N, 30°
T24.68 £1.18 x 10 — 2N, 40° T 28.96 =
2.29 X 10 — 2N, 50° T32.35 = 2.18 x 10
— 2N, 60°T36.57 £1.62 x 10 - 2N Tho
7z, W EEPUE X control #E & BT RTD
HEIZBWTED» -7 (*'p<0.05) (X 6).

B B R B O EIRIUHE O I MM + FHE(R
71, 20°T24.49 +£1.89 x 10 — 2N, 30° T
38.94 £ 2,41 x 10 — 2N, 40 ° T33.10
4.74 X 10 — 2N, 50° T39.32 = 4.21 x 10
— 2N, 60 ° T4555 £3.69 X 10 — 2N T
o7z, WEEPUEL control # & LT
TOMEIZBWVTED - 72 (p<0.05) (K
7).

tenolysis 1 # @ i E K PLiE O FIH1H =
e R = 0%, 20° T19.53 =1.04 x 10 -
2N, 30° T23.05 = 3.11 x 10 — 2N, 40°
T27.16 £1.04 x 10 — 2N, 50 ° T31.18
+ 358 %X 10— 2N, 60° T35.92 =+ 1.58 X
10 - 2N T& o 72, i & K P E (X control
LRI RXTOAEIIBVTEPo 2
(*p<0.05) (¥ 8).

tenolysis 2 # O {F EIKPLIE O FIH1H =
= e R 1%, 20° T16.81 = 1.82 x 10 -
2N, 30° T17.83 = 3.28 X 10 — 2N, 40°
T22.50 £3.27 x 10 — 2N, 50 ° T24.72
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Force
x107°N

* —&— Control &
25 T P - In vitro B

Le

*p<0.05

20°  30°  40°  50°  60°  Angle

6. control # & in vitro BEOIE B EKPUE
control # DM EIRPUE L in vitro BEIZH L
A7z (p<0.05) .

Forcg
45 xX10 °N
40
35 —— "
30 i —e— Control #
o W - * - Tenolysis &
5 . x = *
20 = P
15 =
* Le—
12 — *p<0.05
0 o T o T o T o T o .
20 30 40 50 60" Angle
[X] 8. control # & tenolysisl D FEEEPTIE
control D EIPUME L tenolysis 1 #EIZIHL L
A o7z (p<005) .
Force
x107°N
60
50 i
0 e —e— Control B¢
2 4 e u- BB
g *
20 %/4
10 *p<0.05
0 o o ° " o o Angl
20 30 40 50 60 ngle

10. HEEE)H & tenolysis 1 HEOIETEEI DU
HEhEBIHEIL tenolysis 1 #E & < 30°, 40°,
50°, 60° @I B\ CIF EEPUE A S
o7z (p<0.05).

+3.47 X 10 — 2N, 60° T28.33 £ 2.78 X
10 - 2N T® o 7z, i & PLME 1Z control
MEHRTRTOAEIIBVTEP-
(*p<0.05) (M 9).

=
&l

. b

Force
x107°N
60

50

40

e ‘ —— Control B
- B EERRY

20

10 B *p<0.05
— P

207 30°  40°  50°
X 7. control # & HEhEBHE O HEEIKPUM

control B D EIKPUME X H B ESHEE 2 ML LK
o7z (p<0.05) .

0

60° " Angle

Force
x107°N
35

30
20

—e— Control B

- Tenolysis 2 B

L
51—+ #p<0.05

o o o o

20 30 40 50 60° ‘Angle

[X]9. control # & tenolysis 2 B D B EIRDUE
control D EIKPUE L tenolysis 2 #EIZIHL L
Ao 72 (p<0.05) .

Force
x107°N
60
50
2
40 o —e— Control &
30 . * L e smEnw
2 pa | j«r/*/
* LF)W/
10 *p<0.05
0 o o o o o !
20 30 40 50 60 Angle

[} 11. HEREB)H#E & tenolysis 1 B HERPUE
H B S O A IKPUE L tenolysis 2 # &
WRTXTOAETE -7z (p<0.05).

B B 3% B # 13 tenolysis 1 # & < 30°,
40°, 50°, 60° 12 B W T ERPLMEIEE <
(*p<0.05) (¥ 10), tenolysis 2 & & -~
NTOAFEIZB W TEERIUE LR Do 72
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Force
x107°N
45
40
o 3
% ;/4/'
30 /P‘M ‘ Cn —e— Tenolysis 1 &
% - Tenolysis 2 &
— — %
ol —1T * L&
15 :
10
5
- p<0.05
0 ‘ : : ‘
20° 30° 40° 50° 60° Angle

12.

tenolysis 2 # & tenolysis] B O #E B

tenolysis 2 %1 tenolysis 1 & X 40°, 50°, 60° DAFEEIZBNT

EERBUED R - 72 (p<0.05).

(*p<0.05) (X 11) .

tenolysis 2 #f |3 tenolysis 1 # & H X 40°,
50°, 60° D EIZ BT ERPUEIZK D -
72 (*p<0.05) (X12).

control 2N, MOFTRTOEIZEW
T EREIZE 2 o 72 (p<0.05). Tl
2 & AR % 5. 2 72 control B LAt @ 4 B
i Cid, {BEPLIL tenolysis 2 #E T
<, HEREHHI R &P o7z (p<0.05).
tenolysis 1 #: & in vitro BEORIIZEEZEIXFR
Dol TNTOFETHAEIETIZON
T EERSUED FA 252072 (p<0.05).

Iv. & ES

T EmERG OB L LTRSS R
FEAR 72 & 34T 1L 5 2%, MCP BHi2 5 PIP
BAHET £ TD Zone I T, MFHIFHIZAE
L3, LITLIZHEESHEE 25, B
OEEBRFE L L ClE, HEEIERMMEL S
OMEDOHMEANI L D HEE L T /MOBREE
2 & AiE A (extrinsic healing) &, J
NEBOMATHOFERIZ L VEERL TV B
2 (intrinsic healing) %3 % >, SEERHIZ
13, B L OS5 2 5 7%\ intrinsic
healing ® A TORBEATREEL SN T3
7%, BEPRAYIZ1Z intrinsic healing & extrinsic

healing DGR EAAFET H 2 & 006,
L JEIFFARR OB DR SN v, F D728,
B 7 A & 5 5 1213, extrinsic
healing #4725 Z DB TH B L
ZZoN, BEEELR EOFMFHOAL S
T, BEETIRTMBROBBEELEHRINT
3 7- 11, 12).

e, ke LCEIC 3 AN EE B
HEFEETH 5 Kleinert ZED TN T
W5 JAMEEEICHEL TR, A0S
EEOBEIIIR 713 4E 5 0 188 EB o e A 35t
D7z 1EAMZRICERIRTL, 2okl
LAV TORGE O B 3 THHE
e HEREB)ICTT 2 9 4 2000 g ML EOGREELC
7% % & L7z Urbaniak & ¥ OWF%E % Fam 1o
e LiTbhTwad, UL, Ao
fEIRT 28 L % 72O DR % B CREET 5
3 E L, extrinsic healing 2SEE & 7
%2 Tl AT ol & PR & O AE
PEELZD, RIS EE LTV L
PREEE S hTws W, F72 B EE
SEREETo 3BEEERIL, HEMEPE
THEENTWw2 Y. —7, Kleinert (X
Mitklc BEEB & B L, LR E o
WA & W ARG S A T TH 5. BRIR L
13 3AMEERE LD b Kleinert 2537 TR
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BT BEMEDIS L 2o T0DE Y
ANDBEREA OBEBRIC BT, B
foOWEE» 2 ~3 AT =2 &%, 38
BEdkog L, BERES 6 CHREAE A O MMESE
FaOBLH 25 BB IS $ 5 2 L2k D,
BEWrRD AR 22 1), WERDULEINL Z
ERHEESNTVSE Y Re=T b IZB
WThH, HREAEEIC X B HEREAEROBINIES
RABANEE OSSN TBY, A
WL 72 OISR ST T

Z ZTAWIZE T, EEZ HEREB)ICHT 2
I 5k ENDIRES 3, BIEEE DR <
Bl SN LIS 6 BB RN % fifr
L, FBER OB T 5720, WIRK
g OB L OVEEIRLO W E %17 - 72
HEREBN, 3EF 7 AEMBEB LU 6HAF
TR R EE % B0 L 72 tenolysis &
HCIXTAMREY A A Z &I & ) WIRIZ
WAEDMER SN, BESHE3AROF T A
ERETH &, BEBEMIOEER I T T
1.8+ 0.7 HEBEOBWENEE SN, 658
MOFTAEREZIT) LHAEATITFIH34
05 HE, MEAITHEL ZoTWT.
ke A 6 MHBEOFMTIL, 3 BRI HRE
17> 72 tenolysis 1 HED I HE A 2 7 2%k 1K
<, HEBEBRE & BER AT O tenolysis 2
HECIIAEERS I o7, THICKD, H
BhEEh X 0 B R EE O TS B RRT A 2
ENVEZOLND.

BEEDE, TIFC X 2RED-DLH D,
control BEIZIL L, & TCToOREETIHERIUED
L5 %EF, tenolysis 2 HAR DKL, HE)
EEIHEOR b & <, tenolysis 1 # & in vitro
HEEICEEZIRO Lo, EEIED
LI, in vitro BETIZFEE R Z D knot (2
LB B AT OB E L ER L F
AbNb, HEESHHTIIEERAITIS
PolzZ b, B - BEEOBESELE
EEZONDL. Tz, REFFECIRHHEIE &
i - R OLERMB L TR, WEEIUE

RO B HEHHEIC & g BRI~ OB I %
WEZZHN5.

B S, W2 Eg LIES 217 -
72=7 MY HWERICBWT, WIRMET
RCIIREAR 1 ~ 2 8 CTHREA X RSFHAR
VREGI A BT, BiES 3~ 4B TIER
fit & OREGTOMB AR E 2D, HiES 8
HTREHEFEUBHEZET S EHEL TW
5. F72, MBRFWPTR TS 1~ 28
THRES IR & Wi |2 HRAESF A B O B Bl 205 A
L, BERES 3B THIMESE AN T o Kby
ECR L CHREEICES L, MRS 5 H TR
FRAMEDSSEE L C & TSRO ML B
L OBIEHRRHE D BLH A3 o Kl 5 18] | 2 SFAT IS
Fyl L, BkEs S TlRESTOwEITLD
HEE B EHELTWS,

RIFFEIZBWTIE, 3HEMOF T REM %
L 7z tenolysis 1 #E & 6 MO X T A %M %
L 7 tenolysis 2 ORI BRI OWHE A I T
I3 tenolysis 2 BB RIZE o 72, T,
FYEMOF T AEMICL2EEEZON
L. LarL, JE - S B & O & 5 PHALAR
DHMELITCHEEE DI RE R ¥ T AEM %
L 72453, tenolysis 1 #f & tenolysis 2 # @
I EIRPTHER T 2 I Bk 3 A% O E A
ITICHERZIIFED T, BEGIHTE DICH
M CTEDONAIRMET RIS S 22
Lo 72708, W EMRIE tenolysis 2 #ED T
PR o7z B - MR, TREGER B L U
& AL O R BT RSB & 7272 22 5 HERR.
TERPolzZ b, MRRFENLZENDD
WERIUCEEESELEEZONDL. D
F 0, MDA TR VE & S s
fere G 3 Wk &, BB OBETEDNES L
FRIEGRAE & & b ISR IS5 & S
BIERES 6 MBI AT o722 L1285
BB VI X o T, M - RS B X OVERE
AERIZHBE S H L~V TOMR RPN DO
BRRIZENTVWBIREENIEZOND. L
ML, AW TIEIE U720 TlER{E 2 ~
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S5EDEK 28T OTEHMIi L 72729, £fEob
T B O, R IR O S
HRLW P EZ T LWL £ 2
SND. F7o, KROMBEEAELL D ©
MiwqTo 7o idd e <, TNHIEEHO
L EZ TWAD. DXy, - SR
B X U & E BRALRE o0 A5 B BE 2R AT s &
DIEFEISEWIREBICBES N T2 51T F
A ERIOBA»SIZENTHLEEZD
nr.

VAR, BEREABLIBAUN DS o REIC
HEES) % BAG 3 5 725, 38 M E 8,
Kleinert 287 & ) NBAF R G2 155 2 &8
TELEREENTVD 2P, SEORDOFE
BRETIWIIBWTIE 3 EBOF 7 REATIE
W 2 IR 5 DIt 7% HERES) % KT
AT LRINEETH LI EDNEZ LN, BEH
BEE AT 72 FEBRETFINIIBWT L EHD
WIERETH L. L L, FEEsRE%
THNZH7-oTIE, BOFHZEOTFEM AR
SENG. WWRIS LA L T WRE»
SHEREE 21T LI & o T, BEAHD
AR 52 2 L MBS T VS %),
RIFFEIZ BT D ROEERE 7L R4 B R0 mis
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to elucidate the
effect of tenolysis on gliding resistance and
adhesion between the tendon and pulley after
tendon suture. Adhesion evaluation followed the
method of Rothkoph et al. Gliding resistance
measurement followed the method of An et al.
Adhesion and gliding resistance between the tendon
and annular pulley of the fore-paw of canines were
measured in five different groups: the automatic
movement group exercised under non-load, tenolysis
performed in the third week (tenolysis group I) ,
tenolysis performed in the sixth week (tenolysis

group II), tendon suture only (iz vitro group),
and normal tendon as a control. Adhesion was
observed in tenolysis group I, tenolysis group II,
and the automatic movement group. The gliding
resistance of tenolysis groups was significantly
lower than that of automatic movement group.
The gliding resistance of tenolysis group II was
significantly lower than that of tenolysis group
I. Tenolysis performed in the sixth week may
be a more meaningful procedure to improve
the gliding resistance between the tendon and
pulley than tenolysis performed in the third week.
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