[n] 45 L 51 2% CER—ZE PRS2 4R) 20034111

e 511 SR I 7 2 R PRLRIATT LG s DAL i A5 A 7/ U EC5.0

B R BR 2 ZRAS [R5 A0 LG DR ARBLR 25 BE 222K s (BB DR DAL AT PR AR A 22 28 8 1) 3 PRI
H s sl ee (F R e, AR AT R0 v e SE L DR, ARSI S R Lo 1. 5 0 1
(1] o A7 I PP JR) PR 24 il JIE 471 JRR I mld BEDRG H R0O0C R BRONS BEAIT R AR IE o ABFFER 7 BTS20 g B IR R
DRUAIA LA DR I 77 R T2 AROR i A/ MRS 1) - 80 RO (EC50) - BRI I T TR MBI (R 2% A7 LE

1 NG RITE

1.1 W54
TEEASA T T I REE = REF AR 6561, BEHL K Bk R4 (33451]) A bb R RI2H (3241) « PiZH
NFW . B S LT ARMEICEE =55 (KD .

R MEARASER SN EERTNFANE (ves)
Tab.1 Age, height, body weight, and operation time of
the patients in the 2 groups (Mean+SD)
Ropivacaine group  Bupivacaine group

Age (years) 259255 26.5:4.6
Height {cm) 158.345.7 159.645.4
Body weight (kg) 525286 54,48 8
Operation time (min) £12.8£27.] 121.2425.9
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Fig.1 Distribution of the patients with or without efficacy in pain relief with
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