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AR, KB EBLEMINE] (Cortical spreading depolarizations : CSDs) I3 B4 Y 74T &7 aR
A DR RN LE b OTH D, CSDsiRMEANE o A RICME A EHE LT SEHBTH Y, Miifo
Mo EES FR D L, HFINZMEMSCANEFS A I L CIRMBERSIERILTWARLELD
NTWB, FILFNLOBRTINET-7-F v N OBICKCLER 2 IMRIZBA T 5 515, b L <ixir kiR e &
W2 & 2RI E {ERE T 2 HIETCSDs /R S, TORAEE, BIEEL LML, Tofl, wFhokikt
CSDs MRS BEBITBNT YA V70T VIREE T CREBERFERIZA R, CSDsOEMEEE, B bIoE
AR WIEEFHALAE Lz, Eo. CSDsHERATOMMImT Mt 7 b a — X\ A V7T T T
WTHDHLERLTV D, CSDsITMAMIC "B RHEBEFIEFRI LThAE LB AN TEY,, RO
BAYTNTrEND I ETSDsDRAEEMA . 3 BIZMMFRC ML AT & A o A B0 2 8 < HEFF L. F 0T 3EY
MBS R L 9 ARt X his, o VY P AT i k BCSDs i B % % L o AR IR L 23e T o0d% .l fi
THEEBLLNS,
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Isoflurane suppresses cortical spreading depolarizations compared to propofol —

M REA Implications for sedation of neurocritical care patients
Title (AVINT R TORT 4=V & U TRINME HILEE N 2 ERE 5
AR R E B I T 28U A & L T o T EEHE)
MXHEOES

(B #9 (Purpose) ]

R, BRSPS B EIC BT 5 RN O M & LT, Cortical spreading depolarizations (CSDs)
PMEHESNTWS, CSDsiIfEfROMAaEAERIZNEZEZERH L TW<BHETHY. MKz LeAMortks
FlERIL., BESNHERIIANES D I T RN ESIEREILTWAEELONTVRS, Fald
Ml 5 00 b oS DI B e & Tl zE op BB E A DR R R D EA R s N TW a1V 705 2 &, [ E
T—HRMIZERIN TS 7OR 74— VIZHR L. AHEORMNIE. v FERWLTING OKFEZENCSDsIZ
LSRBEEBEWRENITAHZETHA.

U e STl at#t (lethods/Results) )

gEIWister tatZAWTIT o, T PZBITASERETFIE LU TIHIILERENE I BA T2 00% <
HRENTBD, APRRIZBLTHRAKOEFNEERT AL, T K DERIST VG RFERMEIC R
TACSDTOWR ST S . MHERERR? S OB TIEABICL &P AMIRAETTVCORBDBFT /-, WHE
{EKCL groupin=10) . #&F=MCAo group(n=14) & L. Zw MEIETAAVY 75 ERWTHRESEAZITW, DT
HWEDHOANF—F IV EBREMIRICHEA L%, SHEREL A, HCio grouplsB W Tk, TEHIEE AT IC I8/ FiE
AROAT—FIIEREBRICEBRLTEWE, ARTORL CTHETEHHI T, WMECEUHDEBRT 2
I AE— R R ERWTEHESEY #EHEER, C2FETHHET %, 2RThoflicB0h T
AV TIN5l 852 05 TOREEZ#FF. a3 7o 7 o — b 3i8ng/ke/ W COMEICEE L=, TO&HICT
NENOFBIZEDCDsZ2HBRLE. METOOFOE{L£Laser speckle flowmetry (LSF} ZRTHEZEL, CShs
OFEEEAE, EGEELHR L. =, KL TRMFICHTEEH AL, (SISTIBHFIzE U 5B nE
{fLEFHL =,

KCIBEIZ BT, CSDsFe i DM 284k (-25. 9= 5. 3uV for 22. 5%3. 0s under isoflurame versus -25.9+7. §mv
for 24.5=5. 7s under propofol) . ¥LHCHEAE (3. 800 85mm/min versus 3. 381 OSmm/min) LMREMEEIC X 258 03
Rohirho/k, UL, CSDsORBEFMERT YV 7N VHEABIIBWTHR B TH o7 (5. 220, 7/30nin
under isoflurane versus 10. 221, 8/30nin under propofol p<0. 001 . =iz, LHHFFOCFEI 7R T +—)L{ERA
BRIZ{E T &8s (5812 3%CBF ;o) . Wt I — ZAWEHFEERTH - /= (128. 613, Ing/dL wnder isoflurane
versus 79 0+35. Tmg/dL under poroofel p=0. 008}.

MCAOBFIZ B W T HISDs D RAEFBEIRVLARED S, LB LRI Y 7N T AAERBIIBSWTHFRIEETH
Y (6. 83+2. 5/h under isoflurane versus 2.43=1. 0/h under propofol p<0.001). meR &N a—AMWEEE 7O R
T — I AEH IR ETH o 2 (139, 4+ 28, dme/dL under isoflurane versus 94. 6+22. Omg/dL under propofol
p=0. 004)

(# & (Conclusion))

BaVZAVINT S TORHRTIZBNT, 708 73—l EHBELTHERICCSsOREHFERRBTHLZ Lax
L7z, F/, (BFeMes &) —AMERSETHY, ZNSIIALOEEZZT Iz s sz $—
BEEERTHSDsDEEEERH IV LESENHD, 1V INTRTORT +— )L & B L TOSDs O F 4B
ZEBEE, MEROmAGREICBS T ETBRBEIIBVWTHATHSREEIREINE,




