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Biomechanics of the Spine

Jin Man Wang, M.D.

Department of Orthopaedic Surgery, Ewha University, College of Medicine, Seoul, Korea

A comprehensive knowledge of spinal biomechanics is of importance for the understanding of all

aspect of spinal kinematics, clinical analysis and management of spinal problems,

The spine is a biomechanical structure.

The spine is a composit of the motion segments including sophisticated ligaments and reinforced

muscles on the back, abdomen and rib cage. -

With an integrity of the biomechanical structure of spine, it has fundamental biomechanical functions

such as allowing the physiologic motion smoothly between the head & pelvis, resist the destructive

motions by stiffening the spine, transfer the weight evenly and protect the delicate vuinerable spinal cord.

The data of the biomechanical aspects enable to know the characteristics of spine, to analysis the

clinical situations, and to manage the spinal problems in ideal manner so as to contribute spine in healthy.

Key words : Spine Biomechanics.
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¥ 39 4ot M2 (Vertebral body )t Z7ist
(intervertebral disc)® olol %AW H 3, 5F,
H3 2%, 283 ¥4(spinal cord)Ee] 287 o
259 A B4dE #A%Y. & 32 A
B4, dulFoz FHE YAslm 21 AF =523
E2 Wiy A AT(neuromuscular) 72 528 oA
A& #AF 44F 2§ oy "3y Eh
84 A5 L AA HFE Adstn Bkl w4 e
9} M7} (trunk ) bendingd A-f-FA 3=, E4 =
g, 471, a8z Bl HeAe $FE AAF
=, MM 35§ damaging force £+ damaging mo-
tion 22 % uFdo F Aol

H3E Ao ¥l Y doz ZTovd =
$+&o0g HAHEe F349 F4¢ vepd A4 A
28 ol FHo| F&d HAZY 2ELE AHEIHE
AY Fo2 49Y 4+ At

H2E Siol4 2] viAYg FTd& ¥4 T2 o
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39 g4t

t 4% X A4S 22Y JFKee TF
Se F3249 A4 Hoivh. o] & F4AL A7 YA
Hoz B4 shAo 3o A2 FAL FEF4(st-
ructural curve)ez2A M3 A4 4 HeAAAA
(physiologic stiffness )& R osdt= A9 8.4
T4 N3 fd4(flexibility )& Fo 3¢9 o
38%5¢ H2g. H2 & A FY4(gravity lin
e)o] mashe $HE A, Fo3¥, 28
ax FHoli, o] FHAH AAAAY, AU, 9
442 5 ML A REY AP HYHH
ol# g A& fd 4 (flexibility )3 <A 4 (stability)
ol matslE FHaA deld LulE 23gd YelA
AR E KUEE el

1. &7i09| Yot

1) gh¥t(compression)

4% %4 (motion segment : #73 439 434
£ telvls 28E AoE. FRAAe H5EINY AR
2Ex x33)9 load-deformation curve sigm-
oid 4 ¢ vello] A& Yalol A o] Az §
< el Ae ZAES. o A A& flexibil-
ity 7t Qo Fale A& stabilityt ik =4 4T
Yol ¥ HES compression§ TFEAH 3l A
v Aged 2 FAAE AHNE 2709 ¢e
4L gl o8 ® FFEANA 0] o=
Aol FI(end plate)o] FASE o AYP= Sl
H3A W2 o] Fsled £4 Schmorl's node & &
H4E Jodch Al 23] ter =R
dAE Yoz FE2HE AL oA el g4
A g3 F3yor EFoEHE AL GUY oldq o
& Rl %) dEo2 4R .

Z7t9be %o wel4 compression force ¥ &
T3t 580l gz F& doldl A FHe] "4
el " kAo g RYHAE shAH wet4 &Y g st
W e 4 g o] 471 TE Yo FHE
g U= AR89 vigFoz AY(tension) 4HZ
FEsA Fxs A4 Wk 308 Wgem
3| ) §19] tension € FF £%s5HA A 24t
Ho] Bl & Yowl 449 gdL gdxn FhE
shab Y& 7i%e] #tes MAsm HKE AM
E =4 Wyt do A Ao HAH Hoxlm 94
Wake &3 (axial Mgl ¥4 ¥z dudd R A
45, 924 F Joldid e Uy g 43¢ 4
Qe 5do] {3 48 5de] 2= FHel A U
A% 4 A

2) Tension
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+EFEAE S3UTeE G iAo TF 4
A ael: lateral bending Ale] A o] 41 Fale
%%, A4 283 lateral bending dlAd€ YA S
(Instantaneous Axis of Rotation ¢]3} I. A. R :
EAt el A AU EAY H 2 o] A Y
Yoz TAelx v FER el WP $3q
CILARE %02 $AY)E F4e2 ¢3¢ AY
o] ¥4 sln EXL dite] AR w2ld A3
® 2E 9y $54A4 Ao w4sicl.  motion
segment of 4 F74gte] §EAq FYHL wAstd B
W oArsh FHe Azbgle] Aruct Faie FALE
A Fatek. ol AW YRl A Ho|l Yo
Il g w4 gee AAsd e AdAo Wy
53R, 23Uy stiffness H EE axial Pl A
A Fdstn 15°w8ke A st stiff 3hch. =4 st-
rength  4-#-&9 W4 (30°) o] Hul whgnucl 3w}
A5 Zact. webA ol HHew ZA§EE shear
force ol 4 #7159 st 7k oFsioke vz s

3) Bending

o] £52 7l sHY B AL Yo E EF
o]% Brown ¥¢& 6~8%9 A= (frontal) =¥ Fuinl
(sagittal ) 22 FHE4 & F70UL hESA] gte
Y posterior element ¥ A Asln 15°% FTiE &
A7itel siEsdcta 492, & fAH £54 230
B¢ oAl v Y29 concave side & compression 3
M ¥¢s™ convex side £ A 4 tension 42
He o83 flatdt 4elst "ol olEg TH = 4
A9 bending motionAle] +HAMNY ¥ ko) H
ol Wgte] gich. wab4d 229 lordosis § &7t
27b5ke) e 29 bulging & 9vlsie oleig Yl
2 A% 2k 3AURES SAAA 558 Fol7 ¢
gt 237 FF HA2 WYHAY 22 QYF ez
23F vtEA e £Fold B2rE 34 AAFE
oy = A5 A3t FL4)59, Fahrni € F%4
A Fagan gobd ¥ sl FFAAL Aq
Aoz A7 AYges FTFHY o FeAE 83243
Eo] 4 kel ¥ile] olF =Ecm e FFAH
L A2z Jedd g FaAsrs 993,

4) Torsional behavior

torsion & Y3 ¥4 23 s AsE FR
fole] Heb. ¥IWTEEL Y +5EH tors-
ional force ¥ 7}l F7iue] sisjg =74 o
2} & load-deformation curve ol 4 HA3 s =
8g a2zt 3= F4E depie 259 (0~37)
o] A F7ptel WHo] deofus FThwkA (3~12°) o
A& torsion 3 deformation 2 AAYolw Lrictal

ABREEANBEAE H15% m4p



=
(20°0) )l A s3] 7} vhebdeba 8 T3] Aol &
deggd el F el ot dhfol £48E HelH
Fhe siasa] ghobA R o Wil A Ae] Yo
b, = J4 2000 94 Fwuc w3 4lg
torsion o] 25%ol4 © 4F= A4 7% to-
rsion ¥ si¥ZtEE 16°0| 1 ¥ 4 370l H=14.5°
gtx grh. =Y 2 Fae L 270r tor.
siond ZE7 33 TF F70We] ElYY Y 4R
% ZE7t 24
torsion® #-¥ol 4% shearing force 7} %%} 3
Yularo g Jehvbn =g AR d¥ez A¥H:E
FAe vebde.
5) Shear
£9.¢ torsiono] Y48 « A5 dew £
9 44 Add oz YA Y+ ek D24 to-
rsion ¢ A¥se) &Yslzg HHY £ A #
7453k Markolf £ 849  motion segment ¢l
shearing force® 718l 4 o 29 ¥ A (sh-
ear stiffness )& 260 N/mm (N x 0,225 =Ibf,N=Ne-
wton) 8] Hiets] & Yol s, wely Y4 o=
<48 $Y o2 74 s A4E =Ea d
2% peding, torsion, tension 59 Yo| ¥# T4
she] F7itbo] spy) g oo,
6) Creep and Relaxation
2719k 49 creeplviscoelastic material & 9
Ag FAE 50 S4e] gol AAd WY W4A)
3} relaxation-& vehdch. Kazarian-& H 4 #7043
ol A& creepel 448 AYsa WYl dAsIA K
A5y 5P4 270l A = creepo]l FAH3 Ydoivtn
Wy e A4 g 2Ry EC o deiddtn ¢
237 gy =94 0N AE creep o] F4EH
& 3} sFE dAsA B ZHE vl = o]
21 creep 3} relaxationd] M HFE AFF4
halo-femoral ¢l Harrington# rod 8 54 %4 ¢
A4Adelx e o] &5a .
7) Hysteresis
371%¢ x¥9 viscoelastic material & hyster-
esis §4(F71 A T4 ¥3 9 viFde Y
F4E dehl e d4)el Ao olE dFY HFY R
3 Ao, old 4L LAY F AN EF
5 2o aFsicte]l Fsit d a34RRG 2.
E FL F7iwte] A48 4 FAF F9 hysteresis €
Fagch ot AL AFIE AP £FFRAF
(axial vibration)® A4Ho= F7itel Yoz
27U eSs =€ 270 HYA Wyt AAdnd
YAUE7 e Y4 FY shdols.
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8) Fatigue tolerance

WA 7= 7he] ol #2gw (fatigue toleran.
ce)® Assbll HoHg J1% e glout BrownE & 4
Mol A YA axial load o A&Hq 5°9 FTILF
£ AAA 2008 A sy FFE 2AT 1000 ¥
o AL A8 Fssgdchn #42ele e 2
4R A g™ el AN e g AP Fa
T 99 F Zed. =8 24 e Y& A3
3 A Fol weld @g2Alztel Fat A F Y (erk,lif-
ting & 7 A7k ¥ A F¢ (LA 4EH +F)
3ob 27 sl go] woh. 2@y AA=2 44Yaq
HHE QoA FAAY 5% TFATEANAE B
o5 ol #7h9 ¥ E 5 (hysteresis,creep, rel-
axation, self sealing)e® F¥R vtz 3t YA
9] fatigue toleranee & o}A7x Xt =l gt

9) Intradiscal pressure

2700 Wotd e A s gAY $3E FoE
242§ AAY¢ 4 gHd2v 32 Nachemson ¥ Mo-
rris ol YWl H5AAE st A dR 3
o 7YY & FHslden F4Ael+ prestress
s} 992 0.07 MPa (1 MPa = 145 Ibf/int)el®  co-
mpressive prestress 2 %F 120N (26 Ibf )o] 4831
£ Yol o] AL HAE9 FY4do] FAY dFeoz
kel Y3 E XL sned g 27k A" co-
mpressive pressure & ¥ d d¥E = back
muscle & %22 ol U¥o] F3bd st A&
g g Fold. = AAAA 43839 intradi-
scal pressure & o2 Ao H &MY A HFE
Ayen FFatn YUY HSlo A A5 2uo)
wet4 217 UHS HH e FaAe dY¥E St
AAA 228 A5 E B2 FAYCE AT
ergonomics )4 2.2 74 o]4Hol HHE HAs
o 7% st e dHE FAA AL 4HE F
A5ta HF3FAHL dusts G A, A ¥
32F 47 Ad oz THEA] M " Adeln
&= old mAPE TFAPo2A psoas muscle ¢
tension & 2944 £700Y 4P F4AQ + A+
A, 89 b ol A HAE 4¥H oz Fiko|
7t 120°2 J1-g€x scm A9 g% nazuAE U
4 o7t 2R dde] b Ha Fibo] b 90° o]
3 839 unzwsist glge 3 4de] =l
A, dd¥deor 7t FEAHq Al Y4 H
29 I, A Rel 43 § wlo]w o]sf= M 2o stress
b A glch. W2 FEE FALA FHA] ¥R
Mol A dn YK AQole PojX =t back
muscle &) stress 7} ®| % #el WA= intradiscal
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pressure 7} F7HRcl. wigl4] EAE BdE SR
Hio A AZAAA = Ao ol4Held EA
4 neAic vedo] AFHelnt. EHE Helo)
4 HelF FHew o938 $d40 LAR I 43
o FdlRE fo]q 4ujelct WAL 23 <}
e 5791 RFFE Aok . E1 oA

E1. 2 Age EA A 3adnRe Yoy

tra +s e
odote] Asl 10
a4 &% 4 : 30
4 <l ' 70
2191(90°) 2 g A " 100
e 110
Feolgl H3AA 150
A A LSS (FEARY 175
Eo] &% (20kg), T§ THY, T3 210

roor (FEARAY, T ) 340

(Nachamson, A.L.: In vivo discometry in lum-
bar discs with irregular radiograms, Acta,
Orthop. Scand., 36: 418, 1965)

ZFol ototslel o] Ao AuE F7ae]l UHE AR
A st Holnl AW ¥ WY == F¥
o] g d4H oz AR FYol o] Fite Bl
. & BRZg g Sul28]¢ ZA84ls)s HEtdis-
ometric exercise & 4|7l %o a4 s e
Al T Jaol 4 H3AUKLY FFE nwA o
3 2oy AlAe] v AMALEFE AAYL A g
of ¢ Aoz AT, dAAANE FUY 2F =
279253 dosfol Rl M WY EXFHELF
€ A71A gt Aol A8 AAe] v
10)"Self- Sealing” phenomenon

Markolf ¥ Morris & € 5¥HA 4f&el AT
€ Jheta e M AEE SEd A4He EEY
Aol Ao ALL 7hgt $AHol load-deformation & ¥
Aghe} FZFHAAE AP o] 2oldt Hsd 44A
q e de YA4Hq FFEPAAY load-deform-
ation curve & A 9 Jx= JAd a8 F
4 e H84d 2743038 Ao vtz o o
B 99 48 compressionito 29 4l#o]w be-
nding =t tensionezd AEE AA RXIHL =
GANA A E self-sealing @ 4ol ol Hert e
2 T =olok T FAlojrt.

2. MEALY ENHA
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7R M 2w & uniaxial structure & FFHq
Fx% 71" tensile force ol & A #¥o] gl.o1} co-
mpression force & FHe|A = 23> o] <3}r.
Y2+ A %9 AALg X 24 H3o KB
el £5& HEsla AHE 2YAA Fo, EA A
¢ HHHAA £F5E AAE A4 E RIdta, A
A Q4o iy Ris e FAE FTild H4ERDE
e Jl5€ e

1) Anterior and Posterior Longitudinal Li-
gaments

AF A FFAdE dold weld sYddE
o, F A7 Y A {maximum deformation,
permanent deformation, hysteresis )oll 4 =5 49
Ao s)5o] Hatg= &3 o2 F4 5 (energ-
y absorption value)e] &3 s, ol &7
9 F45Yol dold wEtd F4UE grigtet. =
failure testol 4 AF % FFodult vigd 2158 7
2§ dehi= F, Aad A e wslsh gsy s
A 37t gejgel.

2) %4 qu (Ligamentum Flavum)

o] Qv E wRc} 74 B pretensiong 7t
2w 20408 o) AL 18N 704104 o A& 5N o]
g. 2AYAH 0" o e ANEANFT Y YL el
astic fiber & ¥#31 wel4 713 %-& pretension
+ ZEE 39 ol 4o Y35 YA 2F3
AREEF& ¥ 9 W¥Yglo] pretension 3} ¥ spinal
cord & 23 X3 st 8% 9¥€ U

3) Interspinous and Supraspinous Ligamen.
ts

AM oA tensione) FFE THAPozd Ft
et o)l = A& 995 Q.

4) Intertransverse and Capsular Ligaments

He2 Holg 494 Yo+ gl

3. Z=M( Vertebra )2 £hH&

1) %3 (Vertebral body)

209 Aol BH o ol WYL com-
pression strength®] %% °]™ compressionel = &
2944 #ol: glch. welAH HFY 7 level oAY
Bxe ol M A4 oA Polo 31E4
22 339 FAxst S

2) Cortical Shell 3 Cancellous Core
load & 48471 H-HFo] cortical shell a2 ca-
ncellous core QA+ A -E<t w25l 3Hao]= Ro-
ckoff 5-& 404 o]gel 4+ cortical shell o] 45%
cancellous core 7} 55%¢] FE5H & 7HAH 404
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e
o] Fol A A=t 65% FA7t 35%2 Fat5He| 3l
3 &S,
3) Cancellous core
Al FL Solg 7144l FAo] slch. Lindahl &
248 2] = F block € compression force ¥ Fi
failure pointol 2% = 7tA load.deformation cu-
g 2Fsig o Y AdEHE F4E AR

ve ¥
A 1Y (13%)el A& Hol FatAAR 227t HA 2k

Ha, A29(49%) L FEE AL FAs, A 3YE8.

%) 7=t failure point ol FojE A& 5715E Y
ol= wield A 3P YTy oz A ol4Ae Yo
24 ol 404 olae dAte) Wohm ste 404 ol F
o Aztel Ag Al 1Ye] ol FRolm MFA WYo|
¢ 4 vty e BAY A2E 2tk = #
¥#& cortical bone 2¢t ¢ 4¥]8 comprssive
deformatione] gla wetd £4F9 FE5L& 93y
ZHz2 Q9 Aol

Bone marrow A3l & shock §+5%¢] glen &
8 dynamic 4ol A o Zdsich. ez x4
28 FzAY £4o|s F2AY &4 ¥4 F=
o) Fie o 2rh. 25%Y FxAL4AR 50%9 %
59 ZH4E vehls FHAq TR A vertical tr-
abecula (vertical column)®t horizontal tie (horiz-
ontal trabecula)®] 4@ 4 compressive stre.
ngth+ column & =twist wjalslel zejst whulsl ¥
o}, webd 50%¢] WHiAzsE 1/49 FEY £4
£ 714 29 oj& horizontal tied 50%%4HE vt
Aol th. FE4F AL column & tie 7t T4
g 4 dov 27ldE tie 7t 245 Y4 FAd vertic
al trabecula 7} A A o2 FAYHA AMNBozE
e W god wetd grlFudez A
JA54E 2ok = ol% column EE tie ) W3}
= F2 FAFA wAs 4oz central col-
lapse 7} Y ZelH.

4) TS (End plate)

Perry & end-plate failure o] ¥ 5249 44
ol 4 1/3¢] end plate & EA 3} 49 intradiscal
herniation & # & Ax o]t L A¥ T4
Y o) 37bx] #% ¢ failure pattern& “ERA R
Eu] central ; peripheral , entire end-plate 5 ©| %
on A A&7ixle] 4 central fracture 7+ %tz =
§4 Zzi9te] £ peripheral fracture 7} Btes ol
E a7lule) 48 48 o= q§ pressure & el 9
et AL 27w 483 vpAsbx g Yot
=% SELRFAA s3] 237 44 e
sga volol mebA choksts 404 olAel A ¥
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o

A ot 40~604 oA 55%2 60M o]4t ol 4
+ 45%2 ZE7t g4t
5) Neural Arch
o o] fajilure loadel A pedicle ol 4 Uef ko™
ok 1/3¢] 4+ pars interarticularis 4 dojtcl.
neural arch® ZE& 4zl 23 F7pe] =4
o #oix A7t gl
6) Facet
facet = compressive load & & ¥ FTitn
37 kYL FANES sl 53] 2%l HyH
Fol = facet 22 HHE KA s Et. = H
29 Melw facet ¢ orientation® Fasich. 3¢
%% (Kinematics of ‘spine )l 4 #3 ¥ EE5Uake
coordinate systemo® E| &= (E2) o|F 2A=g

¥ 2, Coordinate System

) :YZ-Fxbd
YX-2d =
ZX-4%4

u}gf : +X translation- xt8 #F o2
-X oo o —HAY $F0E
+Y " —Aez
-Y " -dlyto
+Z ” -xyo g
-z ” -¥yos

A +0X X558 FULE AAgor A
_ (%)
-0X -X2& FAog AA ddvike

A (43)

+0Y - Y58 3402 AAggoz 34
(202 233)

~0Y - Y& F408 AA udiyge
HA(FEoR $43A)

+0Z - 24& AR AAWEo g A
(302 %)

-0Z -723%% FA0E AA woygo s
A2z FY)

Sl A facet &= C2-39 C7-Tloj % X-axisel =
A 45°9] HAE shxle] Tiel A Tli-1260 4 & X-
axis o] S A -60°1™ Y-axis dlA& +Fd A=
+20°% & A& -10°32 L13t Ls-Siel 4= X.
axisol WA -90°¢ln Y-axis A e +HAAE
+45° 2 A E -45°9 AAHE delcl

= 1o A &} 7ol torsional stiffness = facet ¢
Zql 3t A 7t Heh, FF FANe] facet A& tor-

o
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339 494

LA\

1, #§3 2z B9o 49 facet) orientation A F F+ 4+9 torsional characteristics

sion & Azt 242 oy wjel4 stiffnesst A
3 facet o] g Awlgtck. 8t 829 facet &
torsional stiffness 7t M4 A claq s=lgled
facet & torsiond F4% Hxlgqelvt. ol Y4
A o2 facet ¢ ©latqlo] unhinder patterne] 4 hin-
der paitern 22 ol =& ¥ F Ti2-L1dA 7
"B AL ol v AGHA Slajelrl. E A B4
Ao 83 Yo FYHE FUAHETHAEE st
A facet o AA= qsld A5 248 S
7t AAS ] Ao FAHYE Rt ol gl 4
X FH A FA Ul

4. rib cage 2| M}

rib cage + AA Y44oz Helo YA GE el
B4 SFAH stiffness 2 FFE T2 A3 %A
&lo costovertebral 3} sternocostal joint ¢ %7l
2E FF5AA4 F39 dH4E S

Andriacchi 52 lextension Aol HZFub gl&% X
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tb 2.590 9] stiffness 7} Qo™ wield HFupFe] 3
4= 249 TP aFE3bs) gokn gl
%= axial compression& rib cage 7t 22+t ¢ &
9 el 4uje] pAAe] low gA4H ez FFiH
compressiono] Fa342 Adsle] FaFHo gt
Fdo] H3& 49 ez Fo| stFsict. HA rib-
cage ¥ ¥4 (moment of intertia)22 ©1 % bend-
ing % torsion o2 ¥ BRI ALLE P}

5. 289 A8}

Adye Yo AE Sl ¥, B4 gl psoasmuscle
9] activity 7t eld oz FA s FAY Fieo] +3A
ol dhlwbare] o] Y=o 3 E TA 43
et H3E THAGE W30} Fube ol F4el
dejur HE 60°= 242 motion segment & FF
o]n thg 25°7t wAAY FFolzm AAAdE Y
ol el wield 2719 FFAlel e Tile] Y6
gluteus maximus 2¢ medius 28 2 hamstring mu-

AREENANBRE H155 BN



s
scle 8 ¥Fo] Fatm ETFo] AYHw Audox
erector spinae muscle 3} back muscle & #%¢) 7
#aleh, 28 A FFA & back muscle 8 #F
+ delAn Aol 4ot vl AlAAldlE back
muscle & 279} %>le] #EFAo| Y32 abdominal
muscle -2 2| & @F¢] F71gc}. Lateral bendings|
€ %%9 back muscle o] F4lo] §F4o] gy be-
nding; 5= %9 289 v E4o| glomw A
load & Wv 4o At F&e) 4 Zuxv}. axial
rotation 4l &= ¥ 349 erector spinae muscle 3 ¥iuj
49 rotator % multifidus muscle & ¥%o] Z7}s}
3 gluteus medius ¢ tensor fascia latae & ¥ -Eo)
738 Al o}

6. &=>(Spinal Cord) &} M8}

B ¥+ 9 2349 HA473L A3 FZA e
Aol 7t goivtm Al Aol EojEh. o€ IAR 9
HEA oA e d7 F43e 917 wFol}.

AolY W= A4 AFur 5] av. Y4
7249 Aole wislel weld A4E FE vz Wiy
5 oole MY fAY B4 ARl H4F EREH
AN FAZALE 10%Y 27 Boldeh. ol Y49 a.
ccordion & F23 ] iy E4Joz H4g7to|n
oA Eexlm HojAw YAt o3 =tad e A
TE BE4d7t Hel AYYo| FY sz Leig
54E v Q4R ez HErh AgAld AFHA
© AU E YAadAdezs 28944 WAY + 2o
o ole M4 Fuldl 4 ol % HAsA el a4
el HPHAIo & HL ARl oS " s,
#Ho+ A% (dura mater )W o] 4 dentate ligamnet %
AATel A A LAz om FFAelE den-
tate ligament + physiological tensione| 47lx #
uhero g Aot A QlejA Ao HF9l Yurgke
2 445 axial tension-& He FSdgke] A
# 3 44 == transverse tension-& W] &8 Pe
FT2E3 @ A4+E 54N FAX H3 A
3t AoE d4oziy Hdgoz I dgErh
a¥dd H+E B3 F+ TE4 epidural fat 9
Hrfolo ol &L vhUE HAlsld Fa HUA =
GE 4oz e e dAl g Fole d9E ¢l
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