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Tab.1 Changes of MAP and HR of patients during the operation in the two groups
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(mmHg) B %4 30 84.5+17.8 66.3 +9.8" 71.1+18.3" 80.1+18.3
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Tab.2 Comparison of sensory block and recovery time of patients between the two groups
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Tab.2 Comparison of curative results

between the 2 groups of patients

I RTT 5% )
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