IRTE L TR DIRIRIEDE & DRSS ZH

Relationship between pitch type and shoulder/elbow injuries

PARBEATL B 2, RIFALZ L R
W RS TIOR3, BT IR 3 S, PR At =1, [ B 4o

SR HHE S 6, R ] o+

F— « J— K : baseball, pitchtype, injuries
WpBk, BRAE, PrERREE

(BEE) AWZETid, BREROFA L B L REEOMBENL 2T LI L EHME Lz HER,
SRR, W T HEROBETICH LT, ANV AT A MEEMICET LT v — MREERERKL, 75
A= VOB E W TRE L7z, W, Bk, L7 7 aBF o CERREIIBN L Tz, B
A, P 7aRFETE, Ya— P ERTLEFICBWTA ML AT A MOBEESIE?- 2. HEREED

—HELTEMZZET LLENDH 5.

L ®IC

BERIZHATAZRDODHHAR=IDVOEDTH
5. HATIK, APL—1t&HBFLNDLEIHICHR
LERIIN—T, HHVIATA TV —%hHZA.
TAYHTIX, APL—=1IDRIFF= I TvT
THDH". ZOXHICEIZ L o> THED R > T
5.

R—A ) — 7 O/NEEFRTIRIE N EETF B O
7212, ZALERD B S hCTnwb. ZiLEkofeEk
AP SN EEEDEOER T E D X 9 2 Bk
ERITTOU20NEHEI N TR, F/2, 2k
Pl L BEREMETR DX P L 2 EDEBRTEIZOWT
H—TIEA ML — ML DEEPID LG 2AHEDNZ
FHELW, F2 IV Ty T —=TRA ML=}
L DER bV 7 AT LS ST 578, B
EDOBRICOVWTIEWVE 2R 2 A% v, R
ORI ANEY) T ary s my s
2 GOHBIE SRR R BE DS I SR S B S b 7k SR o

BTV 40
3 FURBRE L ERRR M BB ) AN T — = v
IR A A — o R
*5 [ AREE - RFETFRITIEREN AR ZE T Y F — (U7

%

*6 GO T 2SHRAE KK R TR SR

230 BARERKR AR — VEFRES

LA EFIZOVTORFII Y726 70w, 22T,
KIFZETIE, FLICED LD LEMZRITTW5
MEWET DI L, 52 \CERE L IR E O %R
EFPSMITAIERHBE L.
WRELUVHE

1. HR

BT 151 % (B riaea 354, Bk 97
%, WF7u@RF198) 2R e Loz b2
ol NEOERERER1ITIRT.

ek, AW AR IR R K2R B R B
ROKBEFBIRIZ, MBI, A T4 AN
Frv s OERK BEEOFIWETBI LWV, &H
POFBEEHTEBL.

2. AERAE

(1) PrRBMHEOHIE

PPERICB U 5 EREE L LT, HRHNA Y E
YAV MiEERE (HABIET R, JE B
A X I ERIGIE B ), N BAER AR (1
iR e L /S o = 2 £ 2 T AN
BT HRAGC & 2 IR BE S PR ), N B 6 A O I
(RFBEDYE T 537, BB B X 2 N B R R)
AT 5N 5. JE BT R oH e & LT,
JBMINA Y ¥ YA Y MEBERED A ML AT A

Vol. 26 No. 2, 2018.



HiE BN OIRIRESE & ORER

1 EFER
hepsk R 7
n M=*=5SD 95%CI n M=*=SD 95%CI n M=SD 95%CI

il 35 13406 [132, 136] 97 16207 [16.1, 16.4] 19 237+34 [22.1, 25.3]
H 35 1664+64 [1642 16861 97 2007+67  [199.3,2020] 19 289.6+407 [270.0, 309.2]
BPERREBRAER 35 47=19 (4.0, 54] 95 74%17 [7.0,7.7] 19 159+35 [14.2, 17.6]
BPERBHAG S 35 87=19 (8.1, 94] 9 88=17 [85,9.2] 19 78%20 (6.8, 87]
g 35 1636+82 [1608 1664] 97 1743+60  [1731,1755] 18 1652+46 [162.9, 167.5]
R 34 50771 [48.2, 53.1] 97  66.1+75 [64.5, 67.6] 17 616%6.1 (585, 64.7]

B 1

N CHh A EIMET A b (HERT) ™™ % FE i L 7z.
I BT R RE O R 2 & LT, IR B AR A
W BN A L AT A b (30 BE, 60 BE, 90
BE)SY B R E I A R T A
MO F 7, NEMEEIE A ST h B EiE N
- REFEOERNT A MBI k572"
BIREHERI AR F IS L, &7 A M EFEL,
Wiz FF 2 7o e HE e L7-.

(2) BEmEE

MENER LB E Y, A—7, 294
Y— TYa—b, YUH—, TFx—27, Fr T
Ty 7, FOMDTIHBIZOWTHIF S ERM % R
W7z, b, BERETE L7z HREIZOW
TIRBEDT 7 — N TREDL o7 b D%l

BARERR XK — VEFRE

-4 ]

HL7-.

B HIZowT, 1KLL,

1. =7

HIR 2RI LRI A TRV HIZIHE > THF, x4
OREVHDRLR—= VO THORBIY 2 EH5TH A
5. BHEDSRIED T 4 ¥ ER— NV ORIZER A
22 XK IRS. Eeko L) & TR
EREAE > TR—= VIR E 52 5. =T D
FA—=NVOPEDA A =T ThEELEIE L
S5, BOHIZ» o TWAHIRETR— V2T
HERIZ) ) — AT 5.

2. A4 45—

A ML= D) ORI EHIEE R — LDt
HICFS LTHiZ 2. b x ) EhisaehkrtenH

Vol. 26 No. 2, 2018. 231



x2 HEH
n M=SD 95%CI F p n2
e 35 1.83=0.86 [1.53, 2.12] 11.72 .000%* * 137
A 97 2.71+095 [2.52, 2.90]
w7 19 2.68+1.06 [2.17, 3.19]
*op< 055 ** p< 01
®3 BHEOIS
e ERdE K Tm ek
n 35 97 19 151 Cramer’'s V p
A= n 32 85 17 134 050 826
% 914 876 895 387
AT4 5 — n 18 85 14 117 .359 000 *
% 514 876 737 775
Ya—b n 3 4 5 12 .266 005% *
% 086 041 263 079
U= n 0 5 0 5 138 237
% .000 052 .000 033
THr—=7 n 2 27 5 34 221 025%
% 057 278 263 225
F2TTvTS n 4 41 6 51 270 004**
% 114 423 316 338
Z oA n 5 16 4 25 052 815
% 143 165 211 .166

*p<05: ** p< 01

WP BHAET, RgEECEIZ2T 2w, A+
L— b & URRIC TR & TR Cllfis % 2, #&
WHIZ 2o TV AHIRIZRICHZ ANTY ) —
A9 5.

3. a—»

AEEREVHIZE > TR, HPiRIRIBICH Z
T . REgilEz R L, aiio mAN % o T
19, ZLORMRICIEANTY Y =R 5.

4. v h—

IR L BB TG ARIC L TIR D, RIRIEIR,
IMRIZBRIRICENZNAERS L HIIRZ T, BHE
TFMZZZ5. V) —21%, BRIBZHENRIEE
IR CHECHARIC L TATH . ¥ a— M EFBRIS,
BIREDRIZE S & L2 X D [m§EZ 2T 5.

5. 74—7

AR ERREROCHIC2TTICHE L HICLT
%, FHEEIZEDLT, Wok) 72210 TRIELH
ROMDPSHATY ) — 2T 5.

6. FxoIOTvT

A=V ERCRY, FHETHEZTRVE)
WA LEPES. AML—=RERILE, LI R—

VONMZMETEHIHIZ) ) —AT 5.
BEtF&E
r 0 AEFIC X AEM L BT BRE X OEEE

EFEFT RO BIRIZOWT, 79 X — L ER
BEHTHE L7,

B R

1. ki@

e IR L, B - KT HETF T, ER
MBS EETH 72 (F2). AFGA5—, T+—
7, FzrIT v TIIONT, gL KL
A, 7 a T A EBTFEDEMETH - 7.
Ya—MIOoWwWT, g - mRAE L IERL, &
T7uTRIFLRFHISBMETH -7 (RI).

2. BELIREKEE (F4)

ZF7TaEFETIE, A LR 30EE, 60
BE, 90 B, W EEERICBWTY 2— afiF5
BFCHEDPERICEHEVETH > 72, P - B
AT ZoMEA LN Lo 7. BRETE,
BT ICBWT Y 22— b 237 58T CThtkas

232 HARRR XK —VEFRE | Vol. 26 No. 2,2018.



HiE BN OIRIRESE & ORER

10 >d sx £ GO >d ‘s

VL0 %0 %8 080 %0 %V 0L0° %0 %< mo>
950 %% %2 180 %G %2 290 %0 %< LOELLAT L
600 %< %8 120 %% %< rail) %0 %8 L—¥L
80 %0 %8 raul) %0 %< - %8 — A
POT %8 %2 «29T %G2 %2 eS80 %0 %< | —Tx
060 %¢ %0 890 %% %0 L9T %9 %0 —& by
650 %< %0 890 %% %0 <0} %< %0 L—U
%8 %0 %< %€ HALY -t BT
950’ %8 %S T 0eT %52 %81 SLT %0 %91 Ly %02 %V o>
70 %0T %<1 910 %L1 %ST 260 %0T %91 080 %0 %L LELLAAT £
c00° %21 %21 652 %0 %12 920" %ST %ET S90 %0 %9 4L—¥L
s70) %02 %21 - %9T 570 %08 %ET - %9 — A
LT %S% %TT *+G0L %09 %0 280 %0 %¥1 080 %0 %L |{—Tx
S00 %21 %21 690 %¥1 %02 9g0’ %ET %L1 800" %9 %9 —& Ve
190 %TT %81 67T %81 %0 8zT %21 %82 080" %L %0 L—U
%21 %9T %0T %9 T B - 5 BEH
L10 %8 %0T +0CF %82 %0 H0 %L %0T LT %0 %ET Mo
980’ %8 %01 LvE %L1 %0 iZ98 %S %1 esT %52 %01 LEOLLAAT L
290 %9 %01 T %0 %L 0120} %8 %0T 880" %0 %21 4—¥L
090 %0 %01 - %G LLO %0 %0T - %TT — i
960 %0 %01 wr %0 %L 690 %0 %01 01T %0 %S T | —Tx
200 %6 %6 ¥6¢ %0 %08 SO0 %0T %0T 69T’ %LT %9 —& by
820 %6 %21 180° %9 %0 260 %6 %L1 01T %ST %0 L—l
%6 %S %01 %11 LR
61T %¥g %<1 €89 ) %L 980 %61 %TT 08T %0 %02 mo>
20T %02 %21 c0Z %EE %GT 650" %GT %TT erg %08 %<1 LELLAT L
830 %6 %91 60¢ %0 %68 iz %IT %ST 2T %0 %81 L—¥L
9.0 %0 %ST - %12 880" %0 %<1 - %L1 — A
L80° %TT %¥1 w2 1LG %09 %L 8L0° %0 %21 65T %0 %61 {—Tx
830 %91 %6 a10) %12 %08 320 %81 %8 062 %82 %9 —& by
820 %ST %21 LLT %%z %0 670 %2 T %L1 6ST %61 %0 L—U
%G1 %12 %a1 %L1 Y LYY X648
970 %¥ %L 144 %0 %02 SO0 %L %9 2L0 %0 %€ o>
080 %¥ %8 ¥62 %0 %<7 670 %G %L 790 %0 %€ LELLAAT £
670 %6 %9 690 %08 %V1T L20 %L %9 0g0 %0 %< 4L—¥L
860 %02 %9 - %9T €T %08 %9 - %8 — A
920 %6 %L 690 %08 %VT el %0 %L 0] %0 %€ |{—Tx
210 %L %9 68T %12 %0 1j%0) %9 %6 agT %0 %9 —&Vex
1) %L %9 69T %81 %0 0rg %9 %3 750" %< %0 L—l
%1 %91 %9 %€ | L4 T
Pwer) YL g3 ag3F Pue) Y g3 a3 pPuel) Y g O3 A3 pPueld Y g O3 A0
W [ WAEh 2 ErRe2] Erclet

HHOITFHINPEI Y LY NN YEHBIEK V2

233

* Vol. 26 No. 2, 2018.

=56

—VEFE

BR R H

i3

B



R’ E

HEICEWETH 72 h—T, Yo h—, 74—
7, FrrIT v T TR, AL BRE KT
TUEF VTN AR L ORICERIEA SN
Lol

zZ =

WL TITERME DS ER B 5 & B 5 % & ARG
AT, HFICHL, HMEICHITAET -
BNBEHOA N AT A M EERLE. Eike
ZF7TOBEPIIBNT, Ya— b ERIFLETT
EAMLVAT A MOBHERIEETH - 72

AT RS 18 FiH, M4 - K7
BEC2THETH Y, ERAED ETELIRkE S
HALTwZz, LRV EDRBIEST, TEET
LINA 72012 & )% ORkiE 2 A S L 13ES
HAOERMZ [ESELLENH D, AU THR
L7206 HEOKMOATHS., V—T—A
REHMEAEBML, X5ICREPLETHL.

EAE, P TOERT, Ya— bERITSE
FIZBWTA ML AT A MDD HE EIZEHIET
Botz. Ta— FABEREEIIOLIH W REMEDS
HY, FEHEREAPLETH D, 72720, FKERD)
VB EHEETH L. FFEDIRMDIKIT 2T
NTIHEBEZIERIT LV LOTIEL
{, EDIITHEITTUENIZOWTEEL T
A REXELEZDL., F=IVORY) FRwbYWE FH
ROBIE", V) — AW OB 7 [0 A 7 EAEY) 7
PR T + — DKo THIRMEE 2 FFH T 5 W HeE:
Bdb., va—MIh—TERKFHMIKR=V%
Wiz S BERFECTH B 720, RiEEIA, R
B, TERIEINGER AT ) LEVDH D, S HIKRERE
Bolchiigsd, FLORWEEZHRITLHI ET5
HEED H 5. 2O &) deERkEfETI, B
WCHEEDZ22 )R TVWEEZ L. v a— M E#T
BEMELEFICBWT, BRA NN T
A N OB ERNEMETH Y, L7 aEFE TR
KA NV AT A& N EEERT A OBk
DVEETH % L) BNITIKER 7 + — A D#E NI
L25DTHLUEENDHD. HA—TIEFA ML —
ML AP CHEERTIFFELW, F v
VT T I —=TRA ML= ML DER VIR
BV EHEENRTWAS. 4%, Y 2— beZoflh
DERFEZ BT L EMERIT DL ETH DL L EZ 5.

PRERFEEF 5 I2BY L C, USA Baseball Medical
& Safety Advisory Committee (& Youth Baseball

234 BARERR R K — VEFRES

Pitching Injuries ® 2 C, BOWHAIEOLN S
FTEH—TRATA T —%lF o RE& L
TWb., K= X)) =T, /NAEHTE{LE
DEEIE SN TV %23, AR DR TRl BRI 72 .
WHl EF OB EIZ 13T A L EhTEB )Y, hig
AEDREOETFIHTHIREVPLELEZ L. T,
JE I BAET I 22 B S v X 9, BeERE)
EDF 2y 2 %47) ZEDPEETH L. UEoZ
LR, REFITEEL TV DI, Sk
VARBERL T LELRD S,
HEEICBWT A — T R— V&2 HRITF 58T
Bl1E90% LETHo7. AETIE LD o705 A
FGAFT—=RF 2 v IVT v TEHRFLHETTHILA
FLAT A MDOBHERBEMHETH-72. DL
ALk % 2 ML LY B rh R T AL
WTHHUREMEEE 272,
AIFFROBRE LT, MEBS151 %P Hw
EMBFITOND. TOHRT, RUFFEOR L 7-45H
BEBEVHDLEERD.

TEH

1. WERR TS LT, A L AT A b BRI
357 v — Ml xERiL7 .

2. A, B, KA T O ET O N CERAERL
ML Tz,

3. BRE, WF7uBEFETIE, Ya— bEHRT
HBEFIZBWTAMLAT A MOBENEET
Ho7.

4. BERBEEO—~NE L CHMEEZEETL L
MLETH B HEMEE % 2 72

FIEMER
AFSCCBE L, BRSNS AR 2 L.

X &

) AfEHE. BFAATLIHONGZVE OV 5.
Training Journal. 2007; 8:12-17.

2) Dun, S, Loftice, ], Fleisig, GS, Kingsley, D, Andrews,
JR. A biomechanical comparison of youth baseball
pitches: is the curveball potentially harmful? Am ]
Sports Med. 2008; 36(4): 686-692.

3) Fleisig, GS, Kingsley, DS, Loftice, JW, Dinnen, KP,
Ranganathan, R, Dun, S, Escamilla, RF, Andrews,
JR. Kinetic comparison among the fastball, curve-

ball, change-up, and slider in collegiate baseball

Vol. 26 No. 2, 2018.



pitchers. Am J Sports Med. 2006; 34(3): 423-430.

4) FIEN, BRAEM—, BIINIER, PEEA. R
BT BEoREE. B - JEESRE 2000; 43: 1235-
1242.

5) FKEM, =R, IR X 2R E—2
DIHFE THi—. BIRA KR — Y R 2001; 18(2): 157-
163.

6) Walch, G, Boileau, P, Noel, E, Donell, ST. Impinge-
ment of the deep surface of the supraspinatus ten-
don on the posterosuperior glenoid rim: An arthro-
scopic study. ] Shoulder Elbow Surg. 1992; 1(5): 238-
245.

7) Carson, WG Jr, Gasser, SI Little leaguer’s shoulder:
a report of 23 cases. Am ] Sports Med. 1998; 26:
575-580.

8) i IEC [XERELER] R EH EH ST 575
22 L IREHLIR DR A ~ b Orthopaedics. 2007; 20(7):

HiE BN OIRIRESE & ORER

WAL EZDOTFH - TR BRAR— VIR
. 2008; 25:173-178.

10) Wilson, FD, Andrews, JR, Blackburn, TA, McClus-
key, G. Valgus extension overload in the pitching
elbow. Am ] Sports Med. 1983; 11: 83-88.

11) . BRI EEOB#EE P BEEF O
"4 ¥y MEEISH 288 T Tl H
ARRIR A R — v AR 2012; 20(2): 230-232.

12) HJE i KHEE, GHFEA HIEE Hik
B, B, W, WRAER, CPAERT
Pk, MBS, e, WHEBS, Stk
1T, AR —. BRI S5 A s 2RO T 10k
B0 - HEEFHOWY#A a>TF1va=>
TIER GO AT A I NF =y 7. AREREA
R— Y REFEE. 2014; 22(2): 309-317.

13) MO#H =, Hoa{bETBE RRA K-V ES
2015; 32: 120-128.

29-38.
9) FH FE[THELTORAR—VES AE—
M - BEE L ZOT R - BT BERE RE A

(ZAfF 1 20174E3 H 15 H, =¥ :20174£ 12 H 26 H)

Relationship between pitch type and shoulder/elbow injuries
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(Abstract] The purpose of this study was to clarify the relationship between pitch type and shoulder/elbow in-
juries. Stress tests for injuries and a questionnaire survey on the pitch type were performed on junior high school,
high school, and women’s professional baseball pitchers. The number of pitch type increased with age. In high
school students and woman professional players, the positive rate of the elbow stress test was high for pitchers
who threw shoot-ball. This pitch type is considered to be a cause of shoulder/elbow injuries.
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