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1.4 $%9z = ggoed ggrene . (bicipital tendinitis: inflammation of the long
biceps tendon in the shoulder (the intertubercular sulcus of the humerus))
(ICD-10 M75.2)

2 = ggved & 2 (long head)f--& g (short head) = $% 4 == » B3t

L
epovp o B RTABM G o REEAp A F g P BE
(supraglenoid tubercle) » <& 4= p & #@ % ek R (coracoid process )
o ALHLVUR JEA IRAE N T LN s 4R Fop B BRSO B
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24 gg(humeralhead) » 7 A M &% » & 74302 F 5+ 3 g9 5
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3135248l et efetdpftbue d B R R F o g
RE W OB T % g (pronation) i ik BF %hﬁ%aubﬁﬁﬁgl%ﬁﬁ
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2 Jyy wegs g e (flexor-pronator muscle of forearm)svp =& 2% 3% X ~ 4% Ay
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W%%H; CEEE R R 0 ey veRE AR N R R RE 0 B D IR &
FED AL BRI B c FFVURF ARG F R > R AL
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" Efored g0t - X kg &7 % kigAiogz H gy
FRETHE - FF IR TR FRLF AL PREEFEEY
(MRI) » i&— ¢ Kéfﬂ @ B AE (IS % 0 ¢ Evidence level: 2) [15]
o F RPN R FERZR T g R ok IR A

1.4 3ns= = gp ook gp ownk X (bicipital tendinitis)

® gt R Y% - s ek B vuRE e S 2 9% - 5 veik (bicipital

groove) ~ U T BN R R i (R A - B eieRERR )V A 2 R
FPUh W for s (supination) Ed g4 E RINR G o PR A G UT
AR DR E- Bl AT (R EsF o

B

Evidence level: 1) [15] > ¥ fe % BRl:E > NEFTBE - 22 Z ' P
$TiT % - Bf VL Bp vunE Lo 5N o
(1) & * Speed's test(®]- ) - ;‘g d B & adF & B (elbow extended) ~

ETl i = e S
B BF oW
‘l:" q,{

B s 32-90% > & 425

4 (forearm supinated)sds (TpF » ¥ B IRfe X JE4 &
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B]— ~ Speed'stest : # R & a3F 4 W E (elbow extended) ~ = BF i dF B (s
(forearm supinated) e (EpF » ¥ K 3R P e 4 @ kyd pF o> 7 3
WD FOVERA -

(2) i# * Yergason's test (Bl= ) & "=k & %4 1 90 & (elbow flexed) -
MR FRIZZ BRI BRSSP R PR PR A kT A 4 R o
T EE I R RRE > TR A mi‘#k"f: R = NGOl o
HarRg s 32-86% > 4R 145 74%%&61&
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FRE>E2HEE | AMED SRR > 230K MAH M PFeprse
(HSE)z 5 $71E 08 [19] | & % BFeis poral g 2 B o
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2.2 i 1 [20] 2.3 {7 Speed's test & Yergason's test 2_ jp|EpF o 3%
B Ftw S & 4 kR e
Sluiter et al.[21, 22] S PRGN AIRART S FERMEA

o LERERREFZRGE XA EFL %A

Todo g defpl o MENMTZ VB ET - AR
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LR ZReHE ~ ohog s NP o B e PR R IR A el
T RIMA AR o
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3.7 J AR E L o

2.7k g b &R (4 2k 0+ (lateral epicondylitis)

o L Rk 0 L e FE R M A TV D -

LR 5V F A R(E Az F PR 0 BN myuiunsg
2 R BFILE BRI o B ¥ BB F_HER] W s iE s (extensor
carpi radialis brevis, ECRB) » #
communis, EDC) " 2 p] ¥ %= £ »+(extensor carpi radialis longus, ECRL)[6]
s F]p > ekl & (Cozen’s test » L Bl= » AR M+ 5 84-91%][23-26]) ~ ¥
ip(Maudsley’s test » L = - 57 125 88%[23-26]) & f b pr & @ p=
R PELA R B4 HEEEA W e 4 sl o2 ek R BER A
o Mill's Test(L Bl 7 )H 1277 ¥ 5t & “Hip| F R XL endk I&(F% - 22 R
SRR AU ol A I i SRR R A S
WE o E R R E RSIERF 0 R A BRI AR
53%[23-26]) - < 7 mi‘éﬁ%%@?‘lﬁ Fo¥ o FELLG AR LA
%o i AR A LA A SR TSR R o £ 2 5 v

L = & 4 3% © »v(extensor digitorum
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Bl= ~ Cozen’stest : #-+ iz H *b P 242 2 B K iz ¥ > Pﬂ—})% A dg-£
Befaxgan (pronation) e (T > & J‘»}I% év L e B o
fFxsgrl- s » FVHUERRFRIRFEFHBE-

Bz ~ Maudsley’s test : # dp % W f& > o 35S Fg*m, F LU N
Fore 4 woalgs kel P AR R o

B 7~ Mill's Test : § f7— £ 5 ¢ G024 1A o prdb-& o i B
e o SR D Ry o TR INR E 5 F AR o PR E A
TR P AP

ZZ ~ R DE AP U N

R e
FREMEIRAS |l AE R R afERT o 0z b PR
(HSE)2 2 $74L B [10] | 282 4 2 % % AR -
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% [20]

1.2 - pPp 2 I RAGEF-PALE
FRpE R o

2,954 b 1 AR 2RFR
BE A I RT o IR B F W o ek AR

AL RA -

Sluiter et al.[21, 22]

SP PR Fow PR PRRAILE S
B~ e d Beanh AR > 12 GRS R

T A W RN A S 2

SR AL(BER

7 3+) (medial epicondylitis)

LA 6 TR TR RI(2 AR E N R AR)F R Ty

o

e R AU F 2 b AL B AR E s £ R

EE P\—:'Eﬁd‘»l ]!E';}n_,aT ﬁakfég‘f:'”‘i, .H.;}m]xg,; ’4&£E”P\fﬁﬂ?5]%§ﬂg

K7 o (reverse Mill’s test) ; & 7+ e e e flad § & % - 2 22t 0 BRE oh

;;];3/\ » H 232w
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P M A LA A R A AR R o A SOV REBD TS S
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Bl = -~ reverse Mill’s test :

Ly et LRFE R P PRESS el T4 H R

EVRE r IR Ik 3.8 T R
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BRE >ELHFE
(HSE)z ¥ %71& 2 [19]

merg 4 2 B AR

2 % ¥ Rk h S
(Southampton) 2. # %7 &
#[20]

L3 = pp o2t pRPBARFY-p L E
IpE R o

252 N b ARk I8P R

JoX A R > R B Ay o A AR

Bk 2R o

Sluiter et al.[21, 22]

S PR P PR i N AR IR
R B BE R R R R o 4R B e

I T o BN P R RETA 2 2R R -

& RIS LB SR B R W B R 8(6]
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1.5z = ggoywene X (‘bicipital tendinitis)
o RRAT AR RR W 2 P EriE i
(1) »* e TRz ggrovnky T Rieg ¢ (targetsign), o 7 i

Fl U R N A R SO R Bl R o

(2) B RPeRET

B ARG R -

(3) BARIURET I 2w FE N o
i EveveRE2 DB R JRIER 0 T2-flair B A G1Y 0 B A

%5£$?§ﬂ%°
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(2) BRAVVET 2w 35 °
X-%¥ b g aie g asop FEARZFADTP R DR
Beia i T g L~ o % (tendinosis) £ 3 4 (tear) o PR X RER S
TR TR T #”f’f! Vo R
ViR RIERR P o RN meyeruigng Foar iz b e g &R
B2 B pAE  FUPFE o X AT G AARITEH 0
B e I IR[27] -
3.p Bl RR (B P A 3RF) (medial epicondylitis) © g B Ag 5 AR
BF L
(1) BRIrosts @z & 6 fFREREL o
(2) BIVFCIER B2 w51
X-k¥hAAaEr §a aiepg 4845 ARFP fﬁ%“—g T Ry e
EIR IS = A BT - SN N }%%(tendmosw) 357 (tear) - PR E RS~
LF gl vV e LRIV R AV ARTREE - &
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1. 38 v b g 1% 3 (rotator cuff syndrome)
ARERGLIRLEEA S TOFHFSF1 > F ¥ FF Rk
FiT2 4 FARRBE T o m B AMS NI AEETESR P > N
Ba 7 e N F RIEG 3 W ERyvUELE A S Tk RF
BELEORRABELY  EAFRFHERIMBP T IR L@ ER
VLR IRV E RE o IR AR IR g ok 2 R 5 4e
Pl B RA L 0 B ERPLERM S F AR ARE - T
BLEEE A 2 R e
b e LB R INEF Leha B ek EA BRI B
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2.7 % #_ X (bursitis)

Fire B F B ST A 1% S UEE LR R g g A
J ? Fﬁdiiﬁ‘iﬁ%@ﬁﬂ%ﬁfﬂ%ﬁ Brig o @ R R QL R
¥ Lo % TR KL o T ﬁﬂ“#%%ﬁqﬂ PR Y
SR IRE S R R Ly §E R REE L o

3.4 rvff Jx (fibromyalgia)

Bareg g A - AR F AP > 2R LA K (chronic
widespread pain) 22 RF > H B JF 2 W= A WA = AR N ¥
BEr 253 50 A Y A ERBE Y Bl b ke ©
oo Nt e R S P BRI R

43055 vk g e i ¥ (myofascial pain syndrome)

#ﬂﬁ#%ﬁ@%~i%z%\m¢1¥%%f%im¢T%ﬁ
Koo PR AT LA g B o VO NOR F R G EF T g 2 A JRE
FE2 BRRE g4 > WA G AL M & TR o

5.¢k _F a4 ib (veig I (calcified tendinitis of the supraspinatus tendon)

Flgpccnt e PR AP RF A2 2] AT R
o (hydroxyapatite crystals) = &> 2_ 4% i* L4 514 & 13 Lo 5 2-
FBF Rty one o gt 40 R 2 LR e ORI BB K 2
B ERE o F REIURLT S Rt 4 o TR R FR2 R o
UREE K B oo
A % % g g # (shoulder impingement syndrome)

VAT R R E 2 Bz FE S RFIRERERTF 0§ A
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11.Z =R &% i~ (glenohumeral joint subluxation)
=S ;‘L,ﬁﬁ‘#;{‘ s U—H—le‘::\‘f' ELy qu};)? ~ FEE R 34 g rﬁ@g, g;

WAREIA PR RS > A BR TP AGE A 0 BIET R R
-

12. % # & % FHee i ¥ (ulnar nerve impingement syndrome)
LA LR o EREE T ]%rﬂmﬁi\,} ’;}:m}ﬁ SR IEHESE LN

13.%9 %% 4 v g iz ¥ (thoracic outlet syndrome)
dONFIE A S 2 A G A (R F )L Rt v g
R BN & SR R B R < U agiﬁiﬁ%’ﬂé"‘ﬁ%“
PRFHRBEREFHMA 8 BAMHAFERES TREE S

<)

oA Eh FRDIRE o FREPERFNRAR R B B4
éﬁ;ﬁq SR O RBFR AP A o R FREE A KL Rk o
FEIRA B 5 7 % (cervical radiculopathy)
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fie & AR EF 114 & 4= » 2023 & % ICD-10-CM/PCS > LS
H3os H B A o A TR E % L% (ICD-10-CM) 22 % 1 B
3R BE RN T

K

2023 & W% A i 4 SR E % L 9 (ICD-10-CM) B E R A
BREB | § %A 2023CM ¥ ¥ # 3 $u/E P B¥pm &4
M75.2 0 - EpAOIURE
M75.21 1 S EUREY 4
M75.22 1 ZEpruuE Y > 2K
M77.0 0 | Miramy
M77.00 1 PRI AR > A gy BRI
M77.01 1 Mok R s L S /R Lo | WE o
M77.02 1 R BRI
M77.1 0 oh g kBRI
M77.10 1 hipl il AR KAp RN
M77.11 1 NI - NG E
M77.12 1 ohfpIp R 2

w R E R
A A0 s g T-10%¢pER € A 2 A 3R 7 [28] 5 B2 R b LR
AEREREF I - 2B EH LA 2 ¥ ¥ R Tkp
o % 1995 & B E R 9 380 § L (TP df L Az FR sk #[29]
SR EA 2 SRR R A 0 MR A g A
° 1395 1998 I 2022 & ek HBE A m LR TAL 0 L s R A
A BB LA b A [30] ¢
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Drakos & A L4 2 BT A P (Feri@d B ¢ » b 34 - ggrue
L [B1] A A1 R o A S5 7.7%[32] ’ u‘_;“ﬁafﬁ/{&‘\i
& ,‘mmrﬁ # 5L 9.0%[33]: AFHa 4 b kA A FoRiEE[B4]
R FEE TS PR - AINE AR (TR 5 4 4P BE[35] -
- hdBRpEe gy e R L SE Y AA RS ERER R
¥+ & 45+ EF/ & 3 B (upper arm-hand elevation) (OR=1.9, 95% ClI
1.47~2.47) ~ % % § j=(shoulder load) (OR=2.0, 95% CI 1.90 ~ 2.10) - # ¥
4 M ¥ & P 5 £ $%%% 4 (hand force exertion) (OR=1.5, 95% CI 1.25 ~
1.87)¢2 £/ + B 3= #> (hand-arm vibration) (OR=1.3,95% CI 1.01 ~1.77)[36] -
hpl BRI A FE N R AR N T~10 B[37] o Ch I AR A
SREE G R 13% 0 § e 7o & a4 1 [38] 0 At E 4 A 30
AT AmA g4 40 k2 14[6] 0t 45~54 Kk pEE FIHE o 1 T5%
s g A A * RI[S7] 0 BRI R 7 RY) 2~23%[39] - i F A
INITE AR EY 2 W £ 7#[40]’3‘,%11%&&&;3%4;’1*:1'?;
BRI IR A PRAY IR e K~ TSR e o
B ephs Frc A B e Boh Rl B e e 1 4e 1.2~10.3 R [41] -
BER R BRE BN LR PG KR S AT E e Ay
W 2 @B ede T o van Rijn enk AL v AR T IS F AN - 7
E(OR:2130)> - x 34+ § & 20 2712 (OR: 26)fr7 = + 3¢
3 o] P end 2R E 4F s (7 (OR 1 2.8-4.7) 27 “b ] + 4R § B [42] - Walker-
Bone K %= 1 R i+ 01 i¥(OR @ 4.0,95% CI : 1.9-84)fr& = + 3
~ R B W OB S L3248 (£(OR 1 2.5 5 95% CI : 1.2- 5.5)¢2 ¢ fp }
By B[40 o 1 TR R R pe® 4 2 v S 2 meinE gf e - 0 1E 5 o
Gl PR g A g 4 dp R FE LR R g F 4 N H B
L2 IR AE R - B 0T o R AR R AR R > R * dREe D
Fo7m g ok ) b AR & 40 B 14[43] - Descatha ¥ 5 i {7 & sift e %Jetmag
VA BEBPERATT ~ £ 6922 A [44] ) L Hien 25 3 6 # s 5

256 42 h R ARE 0 HIE AP R AL (7Y mt{o/R e s
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P 4 § % i (combined biomechanic exposure)£ t o] * #R L i 5 % &
i (meta-OR : 2.6 » 95% CI : 1.9-35) ; ¥ — % Bretschneider % st
@}I;Jewéﬁp TRIS T BEFET ~ % 5036 ik > 318 g 4 ¢k ip] F 4R
K ogmE st BEFOERS g d > 117§ jF4p #i(Job Strain
Index)>5.1 &2 ¢ ip] 4R L 5 4 49 B (meta-OR 1.75, 95% CI @ 1.11-
2.78) » # R evEyR S dp o ARG E p A 4o A on B
bR 4SO T AE G >A5% PR B ek R AR W eng 4 5 AP R (meta-OR: 1.85
» 95% CI: 1.10-3.10 ) [45] ; @ Job Strain Index # 3= 6 B 1% °
4 33 & (intensity of exertion) ~ *& # 3 4 p¥ f¥ (duration of exertion) ~ =+ 4 4&

*5 4 =% fic(efforts per minute) ~ =+ /= #==% 4% (hand/wrist posture) ~ 1 i%:& &

(speed of work) ~ = p 1 % ix 733 4 pF B (duration of task per day) -

pORIE BRI F 5] L5%[40](F e T 5 0.6% 0 & (e
FiEgs 11%) e 2 e ™ 4 g2 3 enp RILERRC B A1 0F
PEOpT 3+ 2 meifE Af e — & 17 > RS anp ) AR5 B[39] - van
Rijn en s A w ARy B » 20T 2751 £ (F L4 Y A X
> EX G U@ A ) - R LA LN Tl EgRiFL
s E X FHES REL T - ] pF(ORs of 2.2-25) ~ £ 4F £ kFHe
iT& X %35 ) PF(ORs of 2.2-3.6)11 2 & % FIcd>1 E <30 -] BF(OR
2.2)FR A T N ] BR LG RE[42] -

ﬁ%&ﬁﬁkﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬂi%%’¢%%§o-%*ﬂpi
Fte 1 TAp M R o 0 485 Bop A o HIMTI5ES S 385 oo H Y
Ldrd s o E 63% - AFTRREING - T0% 5 T ik (TR 0 28%EF # R
P 2% A B B R EAF L T o RN R R PR PR BT A i
L v i 17 £[46] -

BE e 2 ovuknki LB R MR ERBDR
(minimum duration of exposure) % 3% % # (induction period)3= 5 # p (days) -
M & & AR P (maximum latent period) R 5 - & p <+ (a few days)[6] - F %%
FALEBPIRG o VR R L BRY A kB R8T A2 30 < [8]
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I~ RBEERWRIED
| T %#ﬂ%ﬁﬁm%xﬁf1iﬁ%§%wy@éffamm§:
(=) iy ERALA T B ABAT 1 (TP pRAzA ~ fRL A S heFTA S

\\=

(Z)1 R~ RB2TEAN 38R 1 ¢ JERTAHITL B e R
X AR (FEAF ~ & pIE | PR & 45 fysben=t it 23k
B

FRBAPSREE L THERARY N F A A (A eEs A S
AL T ) 3 e S iy 1 T
(Z)1 iFap s R(F B &2 ¥ A Fladgaa (FE4) 73 231 FkE (K F

FITEZE 22T Ea 3R MEERBE)

(z )@ % AP ~ AT 1 T (71 (FF972 1 (T RF mp B -
R FERRFHE o AR EL T

(I)FAFFAZAF A - FE O -THRE > WEHEE T 5 447
FoHL o

()L * VR HAFRER I E > blde® BB ES 2 2 b (EU-OSHA)
¥ 2019 # 3 B PB4y it ——< 1 48 A2 (KIM-MHO2019) » 2
LEREFHRNF L 2 0% f J7dp #Job Strain Index)[47]§~'f%¥’1 £ 28
/i%iﬁ&%éﬁ%?;ﬂuﬁﬁﬂwﬁﬂ PR A T RELN - 2

FRY G oorihe AL £ 107 & @ 45 15[49]

(= )f" BHEGRRRTERA

FRFTE2IAREIRBAFTEHN DELTHFEIAAM (

work-relatedness ) F¥ > 7 & ¥ & $5 5% & (validity of testimony ) [50,
Sllesd >3 iml ¥ dk LN E R BEHR DM - "f RS-
ABMM DT T > e ¥ o BRI DRLB BT F R E T
NERADERERFORERRA c LERELGRHFRERT NS ED o
EEHREREERRZ TR R TR ARL EITERRRT T AT
THR o UERSIED AP O TR AERSRRK 0 i ¥R
A TF 2 %?iﬁJiﬁ’%ﬁéﬂi$ﬁ%§ﬁﬁiﬁ’uﬁi¥
BELR > 27 BORAP HEHRT CRR > B REER - 1 TR &
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*‘%ﬁiﬁ Fﬁf@@ﬂgﬁﬁ’fﬁfiﬁnxﬁ*ﬁiﬁ E N T
» B &}}F-}»ﬁodvﬁg#,g;%p%k )ﬁ\ﬁgeﬁ
it BE AT RRAERBLRE
NSV ST Ty

R BERRRRTG R

=15 R RIER S i R
AR | PR/ BN F K h
i | B REEPRUCRFAELFLRX) T i ih

B | BER RIRI AL n—ﬂmﬂ R AT BT i
L | WEXRGEREREAFIERB AT pE R

FRARREFET FmF? g 7 7 “7(National Research Council, Institute of
Medicine)» 7% 2 + B 52 1 17 > HER 2 04 20 B3 2
Ep: ¥4 Z (attributable fraction, AF)‘&L”Z\ = [52] - ¥ B F1A % (AF) {#ﬁ B
Mf UhkBEURBEHERR R /ﬁa’}‘ 4z F o A ¢ null 2
positive #cF & B W] ek *& F]5 (risk factor) £2 F savp 4 2B I}%ﬂ i
(null) 2 4p B¢ (positive)z. = ﬁ%gt o
By PRA R RE o RGP IR B G F] S 2V EFF] A

L

Risk Estimated

ot iz Null(n) Positive(n) | AF% (Range)
Risk factor
n Range n Range n Range
Manual material handling 4 | 09-15| 24 | 1.1-35 | 17 | 11-66
Repetition 4 2.7-3.3 4 2.3-8.8 3 53-71
Force 1 1.8 2 5.2-9.0 1 78
Repetition and force 0 - 2 |155-29.1| 2 88-93
Repetition and cold 0 - 1 94 1 89
Vibration 6 0.4-2.7 | 26 | 26-845 | 15 | 44-95

ir}mu& Ninw 4 #F”] 7 22



GOSN N R R 0 A S T A FE L (TH 4 Fla e
e F1+ 2 AP ¥AR R [B3] o
£ g o iTE A T ARG TS 2 AP HARR

Grading Force and relative heavy lifting Repetition
1 < 1Kg > 3 mins /operation
2 1-3 Kg 1-3 mins / operation
3 3-6 Kg 2-5 operations /min
4 6-20Kg > 5 operations /min
5 =20Kg > 2 operations /s

Ve ;%?3‘%\« ¥ T # & (Netherlands Center for Occupational Diseases,
NCOD)= # B N1 f 3 5 RA#H R E P 2L & 5 23
Bl B W EEREFULFFE IR ;MEE: (level)
~ F B9 5 (frequency) )4 % % & P A (duration) 2. Z BLdy i[55] - 7 M 1
A1 RN § U R R ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁlﬁw%ﬁi%%%ﬁ
P W iRy T A2 3R A Bk 5 mAp B 2 B e B [21] -

(= DA 358+ RF
1.4 Ties X 10vg - TnfE (A3 2 )3 &7 7 %%
(1) & = Jp i%4F A 3%47 {5 > (extension) -
(2) £ & indr @Egﬁ?ﬂﬁ plerm = (extreme adduction) -
(3) A % Jf gF b3y <3t 30 & o
(4) AL IR F@MB LA sGnL g o
2.EA M
(1) £3MA2E /"B Rende (50 RfF A3 2/ pF o
(2) &= = ;"3/’:\%@‘(% o4 EE)E R EAFE T E A4 A X
B A4 pE o
&ﬁ%ﬂ+£t:%@ﬁ@iﬁ*i?iﬁ&—i%éﬁﬁmﬁgo
4,11
Bhl (TR R 0 10 A 4 o

R Bl SR BT A A s i F 60 A

P R X =2 1] T 23
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6.3 " & & i 2[36,54] 5 : } BF/+ 428> 60 A& (arm-hand elevation) * -
PEs— s 23R 4>10% B~ p % 4 (maximum voluntary
force exertion, MVC) 2 2 — % ~ | pF e [} EF 3= $5 (hand-arm vibration)
% % >2.5m/s? -
(= )wsr i F
1.4 T8 X 10v3 - TPl (X3 2/ FF) g &7 7| 54
(L) & 25 - L@ EFSJT LM 0 W20 150 00 &
(extreme elbow flexion) -
(2) %5 - TP ERFWINT 2N E o
(3) # x5 - T FFFF»F iy § o bldom Fdg < 30
40 B (A & 1S )
2EA AR XA SMAeEF (S 4 ) E Sy 3 EAFRE T
FPER A4 pFo
334 1A X - AEE(R 2] WA L F 54 BT Bldea
*HE XA 40704 £ ,E.,gw—,a—,,/%%smpg e RER R LIS LE - B

E

A FlF e s P FER LB TS EF REFIRE LG TS
Sird 1 E kG iR E AT IR Lo
6.1 i AR 1 e Jifu/n\ﬁ'\,é; (/’ J]:_E?___tf_ 510 A 4Bk

T FERE Gk RE - BERR S 1 IEf B g A
wILEFE -

(=)+ 58 2

L%

(1) &34 - 2@ (X3 2 ) pPF)EF L mbimg T4 4ot sl & %

Fimyrs @ (neutral) ¥ 4218 30 & > F = ] PE e

(2) F2 X MABRUBAMREFFLLLE S5 B0 4] o

2EAFI D F R ARMA PR (A0 4 ) e £ IS S s (7 4

N
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3254 T H AL
£1E) o
4.1 7Fp p o>
5.4 & X 1
6.% % pF L 4a
s 10 A4 o
7.1 154
NE T I

&
i

a1

s=
{7 =

B

(TR <3 1)

B0 BAEA AL pE o

de kAt 4 2T 4 s (T B

AR

A+ 2]

B (Bdei F

L EER B ITEA IS el o
PR BRI E o
B X nde (EpF 0 & 60 A 4B

(1225 S NN

A IR - BEERN > 1T EE AL g LI

b2 ABREREFR L L AL BIEE
I BERBOR RS
i £ LR
&8 % % (Extreme posture) | < 2% ds v 5 B B &5 & (range of

motion, ROM)-— Lk %%—’I‘if"’ A1 iF
IR
% & 4f 1+ (High repetitiveness) | & » 4544 (7% i 2 =12 b > 23k gp 0] > 30

67

4 (High force)

)
H =

o
[

B I

=
e T

& X & W4 pF R (Most of the| =+ B 1 (T2 4 F(E£4F 1) (T e F 4
day) 4 pE

& % § - ¥ (Substantial | # B 1 17X 4 7 (L AF ) (TR AR E F
part of the day) 2] pE

RLER - ® LA itE 60 A4 kL PER - 10
(Too little recovery time) 3

MOECR IR B s R 2 PRI PR e TR B RS 40T [6]
(C)BMEZRERE I BARBLARILIT) EFEF %S4 B2 £ LR

Fo (T2 & F R PR L R4 chfe (T o

(2)ted (et (7 47 128 17 gl £ (4

N N R

FeJR g it g p ~ L8 R #

(e JeJ2 Fe (% e )% LR T ¥

IFEE‘;‘F'&FJ’JF] AL f‘gﬁ"% » B2 /15'7%&%’3:—1; i B x% ) xﬁ,_’g 2
W AE 2 PR ek & B PUE (threshold limit) -
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(3)%)2:&:3;@»]‘%‘4/}%_1 T[ﬂi}ﬁzfij‘j‘_ f_é_ O:'T\’ﬁéf/?'}"
()B4 H T @ Hp g L3107 o

(T )L R348 1 5 50%r2 + én (e H £ EF4a 48 50-60 & 2+ oo

BIMR S 1 gt vh Rl 2 R AR e Tk B AR 40T [8]

(-)BEREL 15 * 4 - 7 3 & (unaccustomed) sHE 4F 18 (T E d; 0 &
BfT7 8L up e fod > AERUER Y TR foF

VA T P aSE (R R R RIS P, ¥ g

PR £ RSty B i o

(C)BEREBPFRF K -

(Z)BELERY B R EE24RQEF30X o

‘?‘“

-\

= B
(-)LERTAR
1fi1§?ﬂ”f£_:}7§
(1) %=z ggywene i (bicipital tendinitis) (ICD-10 M75.2)
kMl s PR AZBGERAS TS P EEC
ERAUILRE R 2 T 0 8 #”,f—ﬁ B A F R F] o bk ey T
kyp4oT o R & [A+B+C] :
A BELTRA R
BRRAGEARR o5 AR B A S RS R R
se gl o
B2 &
F A RO Z 2 Bk B OREYT B 2 P C B VIE S L
HPRT A IR dR (G 2 S B URERE) T A A R 0 IS4
WArE (S € S L RINAF o MH kA 7 % I Speed's test
P51 ~ Yergason'stest i £+ 515 5 5 » & 225 B4 F R F -
C.‘E?Tﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬂ?% Plde e F R AN PIEE RER) &
R B R RS ek s dE D i A i 2 92

-%;;
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(2) <k i) + %2 % (lateral epicondylitis) (ICD-10 M77.1)
kR s PR B SR N L e L
PAR 2 T 2 R G S R B o g T g
4o 5 Jp 3 A[A+B+C]
AL BELTR TE A
IR s s b PRI R R B RE  F TN B X R
ARG PE > Eusfed g a B W PER R 4ol o
BE2& 4

T BLE k(2 A F b BRI o AL mesuauuEg F

PR FRPERA D REE P A FRPEF R F
BN RN S EAE R ELV R S R R

RF o AEX Y %mgmgﬁ‘”"lﬁfmaf’}f Jg oo
CW%%%&%%W%HM%%%aﬂﬁ P EE RER) 2
TR SRR R AR W s B et A

PR R B TR AR ¢ E
(3) p @+ 42 % (medial epicondylitis)(ICD-10 M77.0)

whEMN - PR LAZ PG ERAS S IFEEY P E

FAR 2 T P R G S R B o 1 T g

o 5 & [A+B+C]
AL BLTRA

B A 1T SN AR IS RN R BT P R 0 F o IR

SeEA S ¥EARB miER B E

B2Fix &
TR R YL (2 Az ) b RR) > PR W Ry e

et ven s o B IR BERT B AR e £ R
Rl s e, 34 HEEG Ay $ifed > Tl F P ERA

%&i Bt P\ fEIJ o

-

CH Bt A 472 (blhe t vop # A4z d L& P 2 BB T) A/
B G 4 5




2L AR AN B RR L Y By el g By iy 2)
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LR EEY 0 2 PR GG AR Bl e b g
PpaoT 0 JE & [A+B+C] -

£ LR 8§ PR -
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B g1 b RE i g 0 RE + g &
EHRFBEALGRE ARG 0B 2 A E S E 4 20 (10 1)
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FIEBE R Lusg FEAFHEE | LR LG B P
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(1) BB PR A2 AP L 30 ~ R 3 BR R 2R o
(2) For RiEs T VHd PHRE 2 F3 W ARHFRA L
(3) &% & ¥ B (minimum duration of exposure) : #p (days) °
(4) B & FR¥ (maximum latent period) @ &1+ & & {5 7 4246 30 % -
(5) % ¥ ¥ (induction period) : # p (days) °
4ﬁ%gg;T;WRﬁﬂ% T % A CEEUN AN B\ B SN

B Ax‘?& ﬂl”* B &~ g RSP KRR TR R o
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