—a
Y VII1. Arthroplasty N7y oA - 22N

A%d 13
Shoulder Arthroplasty

e qsta FY e

o &Z

BHe] A $FL A4E F AL FulElaA BEd, A #39, A7A HY¥Y 3A
4, %4 #4-94, capsulorrhaphy arthropathy 5 72§ #AUE 7A e Addoly
A 7 gdeol APHo] JelE cuff tear arthropathy, £& 4% 33 € €3, Z%9]
TE T4, TG 50% o) AWS TFY FE A 59 94 APo|th. FA BAHY
E+ flail shoulderdlMe Al 371 AKdteld syringomyelia 5 AZWA #F-FAE 274}
F Fo ddeltt. AztEn A2 A £ o} 715l 24so] Yo’ o] gA] AFAAe] A
71 Agelt}. o] AEd o AR dF B No&] BFE 55 A4 2L A 75
3 iAWt €4 1)72Fd Fo] BAFGe g QA AL opldH ThE Ago 2 QA3 Sury
A7, 2)2Ao] o Fx APH A QErt, 3)UFTTE ATE diAl vj$eR dgo s
= o] ¢EHY, 4)AF38A XFEo| 1 FAA A FAre 2uPEsL Sl tiE WA
A 3fefof et 1 o]ejol Fxte] A AejE Lol Folof 3ln AF wA FAA, &3
3o d2e 84, £3F ZURH APse AL &5 5 S04 2 AAAA 2A}
o} B HE2IF F o] FojX| oo F}, T A AWA Reo] g Ae, Azt2e] 7%
A=, A2 Y B /7, BFE 729 A5, Fuhdel A4 (laxity) A=, @A} uim
B, 44E T @A bone stock FEHE Aol it} @A} vlR(glenoidal
erosion) & W7/l HRX o2 dojy 54 vk2, 3 nir 2 A njrE Us ¢ ey
FolEl 2y BAE LS 59 viR, 24 BE9e ¢ vk, cuff tear arthropathys A4 n}
2ot oyt & B e ol ¥9E o ¥l reamingdtelof Herte A4E £ Qi ¢
A AN 902 A9Z Fo 23AA9 £F 2 99X, 249 91, 44T 2y Wy
< @ol Rolof 3, fAete] w4 iR Fx FAL FEE LolFojof dit},

A2%3E J38H Agee ot T A3 e n $L AHNE RY $ Qon &
71+ AHg¥ # 3tk °l& non-weight bearing joint#’] Bth= 1)less friction,
2)minimal shear force, 3)minimal constraint, 4)minimal stability7} &= #do]
7] WEolth. @A AFTAE AFL 1)7Msd I FAAHQA ARz E BYstn 2)FAA
A AHEE FAAA 3)71% S B AT E AT,

OIZMHE X8

TFeUEE B8RS Feudd Yoo F3a AAeE Y B E 013 (interscalenic block) 3}
oA Alg3A €t FeAl £ Aol $2 TS 913 AEA €39 £ UE2 s
ot e A F23 =29 (deltopectoral approach)2 ©F E7] ul2 Ashilo| A EE
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F 10-12 cmB3 = 4429 WEE g v253 92g AAF 3 £33 (cephalic vein) S
52 & A AZ F2 Alol2 Bolit. SAME nlRe 232 el w3 A Wza
o] AZt23 F2 Alololl ¥ Uy 4A L 5 o AR W2 gt Azt 27t
= A7 (retractor) 2 Held WZd] A% Z(conjoined tendon)o] = A A
=5 79 F 952 A/ 2ol 49 A% €5 244 (humeroscapular motion inte
rspace) € AFEA & Utk Fo2E 47425 FH(subdeltoid space) &, W&oz
A% A< A7) A7 (self-retractor) & A7|R A%s 217 Agslao] RolA Ho}. e
H7]9] Darrach AJA71E o) g3l B9 T/} 2oz 943 w257 @ oo Ay
= AP AR sl FAUE A 2 34 EW(anterior humeral circumflex
artery)®l 43 ¥l (ascending branch)7} three sister & % 719 Fua}l & 7jeo] oo
2 AUzke Zo] Boled o8 2 udAY 23 B SAIIEA, AR By
¥ €8 doke da2A 224 w2 YSdA @ity BRS Aol 2. azBA  Aus
E Te @40 dREe oA FolE Bolx 7] W) oY A2 L A2AAe] iz
WSoTAM dolsteiof AFd YT A2 A2 AEo 28 AEE o 1 cmAES]
Holg dold & 3lo] o 2059 A AHE 7|UE 4 U}, A3A Foj7} of= Agt A
+ ARA2E Zplastysx sy 0% =80 Aze2e] Zplastys B@3 A2
Abol & YT 4B AE2ol So] BEEE Ba) AJsle AgsES ¥4 29 " 2
Aoie ANA A2E A olF A9 &4% FA) GTE 240} a0 ol ds}
ARE BABAA Arfsiodol ok, Azsi2e] A2 4EE 71 ¢4 =299 template
B BHE Fol %50 o = F $37(coagulator)} 3% (marking pen) & o| &3t &
FE BAGG. g7l AEAHL Y2 A o]F Ao| o|F F(bicipital groove) = A1t
7He HIZ W EdA AREl] oldl2e A9E ol sk BAEW S 9% YASA "9k way
AZE & 455 =2 v} Bd s BAW Uil shibe] 22 AAYE TS adz g
71A Hedl olE& prosthesis trial g 494§ F AACH A2 T FAS st 4
TAHE 30~40% 3AAIZ FejolN FEZ 2o £ oz slado} a}n] Aure] Agt o] F
A% T (AT 7 & Fade] 4L JauN slojop sk FAH AP Tof Tup
Al R 832 AR, AL 0~40% I3 A AIse AP B4, AP o) I
o] AFBAY lateral fin? anterior finAtole] ¥o]7 3l prosthetic stem& AFlshe
RAoltt, HHY AIAL JL& 2ol A ol FA W= 1 cm, T 1 emol initial rea
-merE °|83ld F4E 5 WE ol ¥, AFWA] Z4 7 tight fittingo] € §
A=% reamingg ¥} o] o lateral finoll &l Argt o] % Azl FAAL] &4to] x|
%A 2As]o} itk 4 o € TR Fy7t FHAA prosthesis trial& 2 37
oA 2A AdE F 3% At ARE o] RolA YRS HARch, AR lateral finol
Sohke E90UE UEZR currett S AH43le] 2 © Fojolul Q3w AYA upiksl=
A& YA & AUt Fs)A prosthetic stem 44187 A, ARsAL ARl 2 s}y
9% 742 high speed drill& Ag8led A B2H 312 5~10 mmol 5~67t] qtEo] H]
743 BAE BHAA BES FHEth 2243880 o 1 om WA AEiAS 23s
7] W& F 20=71Fe] &3 AS Ads dA g, ek A2 ) Bdo] FutE AL
T BT A4 1YL ¢ED v ERY BE SAA JFEAE AR F 23 3|
£ 9. fulelay BHA FSole WEE F2420] 9o AWES ALl HA|u =
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A4 8L A Sl ANEE AR5l press fitS Qold & Utk AYE £ QA
< HAETE A4S F9 718 FXIAY £ vHiE A9 T2 ujg AZsld AAFEA
"o}, d7 medial offset®} posterior offsetol 1o} dial systeme 7HA1 Y& ATAHE
AERE 735 old gtio] AghZ Fo A E MAsId "l Morse¥ o ALT T2 A%
= 5 AAE hammerZ HA ZAng nHol HEE dlojo} 3y ojujds ASE F
stemAtele] E7)\ 57} A3 glolof slelE AT & . FAe] S&4to] gAY eF E7)
7HA W&o @AWt HeA Y U2 E£& concentric erosiong Eo)AY cuff tear
arthropathy?l 7-¢ele #de A& FRYA @) B8 AFwo=z A3F eccentric
erosions Hole AT A mi2dE H71A] Lo #A9} AAIEE @30 reamingd
0 AgE Fu X8 5 gl

BAgE X8 Aol FAIZd prosthetic trial S 41§ A Fukuda 291718 @49}
Fol 2ol A4E2S  TAsg e dale #AY 94 (center line)dl] Q1F#Ao] FolA &
ofof gt=d A ml=Il le AS gzt o2 reamingdltd 7183 dREE x| Fo|
A AR e @ TEEE Hole A% Z ol e msidof sy, 49T Fo @
Aste] 7At(version) ZAEE 2 AZHA S AYstoior gt WA e XL AN E
F2 Alof E71 did3] Fasith ojn] AFgHA 41jlo] Fu|E AgZe S o] @A}
28 =F FL(crack)e]l 7IAY 98 Fo] A¥eA 4 3lo] prosthetic trial 43 A
Fukuda ZA<171v &3 9} 7271 (glenoid retractor) & Fah @9} Ao do] A2 S
Wwog Aok gk AWe=E Hohmann ZAQA7IE A4 AZWoz e Aloks gH T}
5-Ee] 3¢ #d9 49 bared spote] &Fo] 1] o] Fojl burre o] &8 A} drill bit
£ o83t BH XNFEE AYT $Y9 TY(central hole)E Fo Zr}. @Al
reaming =% reamer’} Z17]e] ERIHA HEAY O FUE ZomEe 471 Yo =
A2 HA3] slow speed® dojof c}y. A9} Wo| wjnygA ¢3S reaminge] HH
keel Feje] AFES & AAA ol H pegged HH 2] FEL & AR Mesiado} jic},
Friel2d BAgeY 94 BHQA &3] Hole BAH9L F Y9 3Fo] e A, =
pegged FH o] NFES Hsie] o8 7Y WET T2E$Fo] Aa FALo AA AS
A& keel Fe9] ABES HHslao} @t} Pegged FES AHUshs Aol 4-5719] Al
THE drill bit2 TE0] X§Eo] AAe] FFHA GAHEA R T ANES A5}
A1 17E stodof Aok, ok o]z F Ro| Fo| ATER] oA gFYo] Y& Ao
= keel FHE AH8E EFoz Ztzte] IWE burrZ ol gsle] Az © ol A
keel o] 2]&Eo] A <Az RS BAAET} Peggedd ©]EA keel 8 o|EX
AHMEZ} Ade Ao g Aoy YEE HFade] AMERS AlL3ld] nAstodof ik, &
W EQRAo] ButE Bxkel S 7 AR AATF AL AMRIAY & QT ZHEE AeEd
Hol 373 428 £ Aol dt). aHdE Bl $4F oz olgT YR @
T7F Dot FHhdE reefingAlAFolor o). £4F -G B Ao Iy 2x 7Y
(soft tissue balancing)& ZAFSHA Hed ole 1)140E AR 7, 2)70% U3A 715,
340= 23 H 75, 415 mm F¢ Y 716 FolH ©]E balancingo] £A47F 1o ¢l
A Z1ed 9FHE A HFFT BA T #Ee] B3RS AU A FEG ol &
A A A8k o]l 2A] WAL dta] Folo} Fir}

TE F 1405400 A% 2%, A2 Mo P 5 &5, 29 723} £% 5 285

A
3
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T2 AR, 0 9LRE 40540 %, F 40E AR +540% I3 &5< 7%
Hoz AlA  edd HE £F 2 FF fiol AR AoHEe] & FFHolx U B FL
X BAOA B ARZE AolFo] A 22271 B d48] ARG d¥ F 3
=5 . HAD /] 52 T80 9443 4E F AR eF 3FFHE HY &%
o2 4o9diM e A &F(supine press) S AWk, ole 49| BeiolM FEos TS
g &3 F /e £38 B3 S v B A 0=7A] 2dE S st %0
o Afede A5 2 Joz EAS £ HY AF &Y BFE A 3 A qe=H
BF Zollx oz o] ALHA Fo. F oA FE=AA °<}-*-—* ¥ E8& € 5 30
A ds] AACM A ez JAE FARA &2 UFdle & AAdM BHE & F 3
A BARE AGFTE oA g2 ABFE AF 5 “l oY A3t 5 %/‘Ml
Algd F Jvk. F 6FFEHE 7E £9 Tl Zhesie X, FEA7] §2 o Yol A
¥ ARg
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