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Radiograph (Fig. 1)

EOITIREENHRE N, O TIREH 7":91‘13’ =
WTIESRENRY SN 7edo Fo. IEBS L WIT
0 ORI AR U T2t s B b :1‘17"_71&)'?

(e ES: 12 (1) 27-29, 2003)

H5H, iz, HoTIR BERICEDIBOMERHER
%) 63‘17‘: LinLiahis, Tok3ICHEDERIZEE
Sha2H0O, 22 T A MDFEN L.E&b sz,
Eh, H@ROT T 42O ET X I
(B, MESI >N TERIN (B) &ho7%. ZHhid
radiograph VBB & TH S0, FEEOXHRILINZED
WEEAGELEBE. BADHLHAIEE X #RITEIN
L, WHNREO X BRERETENWEDTHS. 51T,
racliograph TIII7aEA E W P 4 H & 17z, IRsiiE96 %
LA bR SN IR T35 O ELER i VR R 0 L S L S A
ENA]. £0), FRICHITSE ERERICX il
IS 4 % v L DR Ve S R A . RT3

Fig.1 £ (FE)., WTHLEER), do/0 (LEE) @
radiograph.,



28 \—2

WHIREEZE#E - TnaI3TTH S, IIOEREID A0 T
MIZEEENTWAEMBIE, IEoEAY B 5 8T
BT, XMELIDBENL TS EWSEOIER &[F

CT (Fig.2)
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MRI (Fig. 3)
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