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WEBE BN T VBRI BIT A
AN T 7 A5 OB

oAk A oY M mY B oo ®YY o o MY
Al Y b HmZY oy E?

BE HHABRLFMIC B 20 oEsE SR (MEP) €=41) v 7L, EEifEOR
REROREMIIC A TH 5o MFET RT3 13 MEP B 2 IH15 % 7200, FRIFSE AR IR %
BHT 5 A THEG L7 ER oz % i s Th s MEP =4 1) ~
RGBT ALENRD Lo FTAE, UBETIE, N— R T4 > MEP 5t #EE: 2008 5 Wk i
DHAE L TV A YE, iR ORPEETH 2 A~ 7 7 X % F v THRER I % s L
TWwb, Fxlx, YBEICBITD MEPE=4 Y ¥ ZRBO2DD AN < 77 A5 O
RHRGTHICHE L2 512, AHTT 7 ZAOHKEBHBEERE G P ER—2 514 ¥
MEP B £ TORE & X— 2 5 4 ~ MEP RIFIZ KITTHEBIZOWTEHII L 720 381
2013 4E2 & 2018 4R IS & By R EE T HHERRETA IS MEP €= 4 ) ¥ 7 & i L 72 471
(20~96 1%) & L7zo AR AT BIIHIS 2 A <7 7 2 fH B O E41d 59.4% (280 1),
AN T AMHBIOE A 40.6% (191 1) THotze AH < T 7 Al HEIZIEM
TEL B L, MhnhfedEds 52> &5 MEP Ge&kBAh £ CORMAE IR, BRIEBRIERTICE
FL72_—2F 1 » MEP $RIEAE I EH o 720 MEP SRERBRIED 7200 D A I < 77 A%
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Had, #ERh % FAEST & MEP iCs ORI EICHIKT 2 b0 L E X bN 7z,

BTx

FREBR R B A O fEBRYE DS D 2 AREAVEL R 12 B
W, BHO QOL MEFF DB A DMt D 72 ke i
RERE S A 2 T & B [l % UEEADH %, Kondo
SUICE Y, AGMEETICBT AREE LA V5L
2B A w72 E B S AL (Motor Evoked
Potential: MEP) ®OEH2SHFLTHO TR S, BAE
TIEEHEFRETAT, BIBETAN, B NERS BV
THIHEB 2 FMli§ 2 -0 ofikeE=%Y v 7k
LTMEP AL FHwENA L) IZ kol 2720, F

1) ZRESERFRZER R PR AR
2) BWEEAIERIRS BRI

3) BRENERIRS IRl

4) HRENERRY BENRSHE

5) HEESERIRT  BAREE =
ZAPH 12020 4E 12 H 26 A

FRINH 1202242 H 15 H

i ERE AL C MEP 4RI 2 KT S & % Ff % O B[R 7254
EEXNTWDYY, 20—l imEEADH Y, MEP
WPFHITWE T ZIHRT A2 LMo hTn
%o fARSE 1 A B RRIEE A B B SRS IR RIS iR
HENDD, EOBITEIMEG- SR VERD, i
FE TP 505 1 & BRGNS K D 1R 4 1T 57 %,
LaL, ZOMBIEMICIIEAERD Y, BEOPIC
AR R R ASEBRE L C MEP €= % 1) ¥ 72581
BIAT X 2 R BBIAEAEL, WL > T2,
BBECBWTD, MO EIFRAEL T D720
(R E D U B k0 b 5 TAHRIEZ fiFE L C
b5 FHHANHE STV, BIEIZIE, MEP £=
&) v 7 BABGIR A AsbAR SR 1S X 2 B e 254
WHELTVWALEXEDH L, BETIEMEPE=%Y)
> 7 BIAER I Train-offour (TOF) i X V) bzl
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ROFBRAFDHER S N0, IS A7) it 38 o 3
METH BT A (7)) 74+ V#E", MSD
MR att) 25 2 & TGRSR DR D 2 f
PEIT->TVDE, AT 7 ZAO[MHICLY, EED
AV TR ERIRE? S22 IChEL
MEPE=%" V 7FHHIETE 5 2 L HIfF S5,
LLAds, ERRICBIFDLATYT 7 ZOMH
WS, HRN% MEPE=%) ¥ 7 ORIBIZO%H 5D
PO WTHE L72F2813 4 v RIFZETIE, ik
FWIZBIFBATTFT 7 AOfMH 2% A0 X 2HE
L, MEP i&kBtaD ¥ 4 I v ZIZoWTHET L 720 &
beT, AT 7 A&L5OHMEE MEP #RiFE L O
WY ERAEL, A~ T2 ARG OHEHEICOVTHR
Lo THET %,

PoE

ARFFEIE A RIR ST ER R P E OB ER S0 KR%E
B7zo A5IE, 2013 4E~2018 4RI Y B DI/ B
WA G R T EMETATHIC MEP €24 ) v 7% %
fiiL7- 668 Bl S B, Sikk, Mok, MEHESL OB
JEAT D L XM Z AT - 72 ATLIEBI CTH 5. B
256 %, P 215 %4 CRMTFHERNE 20-96 % (1 62
%) Tdh o7z,

BRAMEBIZ, 20 AR OIER, wi % 72135 R A
(2 & B BHERRIE A, A RS Ak 5 X ORRIE
AN CTHIBARIE 2 fH L 72 0o 729ER] & L 720

Bk

(1) FEEA - #5

TURT + =W X DEIRFRIE 2TV, SRR L
TLI Tz vy = VvEFRKEG, 7= = VEBXR
N R =T A5G- L7ze SRR, FRESE AR - T
MAESE (027 a= 2 03-1.0mg/kg) MM L7
JEEMEAN DRI, MfEE=2 ) ¥ VDR &
DL v T4 ¥ TR T B SRS OBRIEBRIED G
5 FTIUTICHRRZFHETTOF a2l L7z
TOF He2s 75% A D513, FREFRHSH0E U g
HWOMPRERT A720OICATIT 7 A5 2281
720

BRI R 50 % 2

(2) fERMEEEHETE

( TOF LEETsR

H At #E L3 Neuromaster MEE-1232 i L 72,
IR 2 FE AR AR O TSR, FCER AR & AR
F8hLiERs (APB: abductor pollicis brevis) (2% L, 1E
HpfikE 2 2 Hz, 50 mA C 4 [ERIE L 4 [8] H ofl# ¢4
5 7= A B % B B AL (Compound muscle action
potential: CMAP) ®EIE% 1 [nl H o CMAP &g Tk
L7z TOF k& L TR L7,

2 MEP iC$%

H AL #E 4L Neuromaster MEE-1232 i L 7,
BT BB CRILEME L, EE 10/20
D C3+ C4 FAZFEKHE L7z TIPREE L € RV 200 mA,
EHEITE 500V & iFA KR £ L monophasic i 5 b
LA YV A GEEW/SIV AE 0.2 ms/%E & 0.05
ms) 2T MEP 253tk & {FiEkT & % /b ojiliss
FERER AR L 720 FiERE, 240 APB, i
J&& 45 # (Tibialis anterior: TA), WG (Gastrocnemius:
GC), HHHLAMERG (Abductor hallucis: AH) & L7z,

(3) FHEE

OFxEFHEEE

B VAT C FC %k L 72 MEP 2 X— 2 5 4 » MEP
LEFL, MEEEAOT 0=y ARG NPHR—Z T
A~ MEP id§k £ TOWM %2 A< 77 AR &
B CTHIERT 5,

@EIRFHEEE

a) "= 74 ¥ MEP#Ii%Z, RA7~7 7 AMEHRE
&, AART 7 AIEMHARE, B I ORBEERIER G
DN—2A F A4 ~ MEP i§ki§ o TOF A% 75% P Lo
it (LLF TOF I 75% DL LA¥) & TOF H 75 % i D
(LI'F TOF Lkt 75% Aifi#ht) THET 5.

b) X—=2Z 7 4 ¥ MEP BH)5 % 2 77~ 7 7 ZAEH#E
EAA=T 7 AR, B X OTTOF ke 75% UL L%
& TOF . 75% KRWifE CHRIET %, =B, "—ZA 74
¥ MEP D5 FkiL, Bl Td % /4D APB, TA,
GC, AH D&EF 8 2D 4T d MEP H&IEAS 50 1V LA
s E L7

c) 2013 4EH 5 2018 FE D KAEFEIZ BT 5 MEP £ =
7)Y TBIRD T DICAN T2 A R L 7B
BRET A, F/2, MEPE=% Y v FHlG%E, X—2A
74 ~ MEP fi&klE & 3 L7z,
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K1 AH<TI7AERBEE A< 77 AR BIT 207 0=y 23555462 5 MEP i#BIa B X TR £ To &k

HoE (5)

Table 1 Time from the start of rocuronium administration to the start of MEP recording and the start of surgery in the Sugammadex-

and non-Sugammadex groups Comparison of time (minutes)

AT 7 AR

A= T 7 AIEME R

(n=280) (n=191) b
Oz a = A%5- BG4 5 MEP fRkBiih 3 TorR (4) 103 +33 119+48 <0.05
oz u= ARG RGS S TG E TORR (5) 51+12 53+12 0.07
K2 ANT I REMRABL AT T 7 AEHABICBIT 2 X=X 51 ¥ MEP #&IE (4V) O
Table 2 Comparison of baseline MEP amplitude (V) in non-Sugammadex and Sugammadex groups
AH=T 7 AR (n=191) AN T 7 AR (n=280) "
e [PUSAEEERE] (pV) rrefiE [PUSRLHBR] (pV) P
SRR AR 455 [170-1410] 999 [313-2278] <0.05
FE AR 593 [186-1749] 1262 [395-2268] <0.05
A R 417 [83-1314] 581 [165-1233] 0.06
A5 i 483 [139-1165] 510 [135-1463] 0.35
Fe BERELAT 235 [72-533] 278 [84-633] 0.19
A RS A% 227 [72-472] 244 [92-623] 0.25
Bk 645 [288-1290] 760 [387-1540] <0.05
VERBIWA i 533 [213-1039] 710 [312-1461] <0.05
d) TOF [t 75% KimiDEHEIZBITHLAH T 7 AD H<T 7 AJMEHBETIZ119+482 %, THY, AH

AMERB AT 5

(4) ¥|EFE

arza= A EE5ENPSLR—25 4 MEP @43 C
DOFEH, BXUOXR—=2Z2F 1 ¥ MEP RIFIZDOWTO A
H= T 7 AMERE L IR R C OB FLKIZ 1X Mann-
Whitney ® UMEZMHH L7z. 72, AFEK#ELZ p<
0.05 & L7z 2B, #itvy 7 MZEZR & L7z, EZR 1
RBXURIY V¥ —DOREEEZILE L 72H/EY 7 b
THhbo ROBIETIZA — A M) 7 OMEIBREM T
Y, EZR ORMITTIE ABER K AR S Wiz L E#R
¥ —Thb,

R

SHER) AT BIZR 5 A < 7 7 Zfd B o E4 1%
59.4% (280 f51), A A~ 7 & A MBI O EH A&
40.6% (191 Bl) Th o720 AH<FT 7 ZAHEHBNL TR
T TOF s 75% UL L Cdh - 720 F 72, TOF L 75% LA
%13 95.5% (450 1), TOF It 75% A #E 1 4.5% (21
Bl) T&H o7

a7 a5 51”5 MEPE=%Y) Y 7RG E T
DOWEIE, AA <7 7 AR TIL103+33.0 47, A

XTI AP CTHBEICH L, 2HMTHEELZRD
72 (p<0.05)0 HB, vz u=v 555005 FiTELG
FCORMIATY T 7 AERABETS1£125, AF
<77 AU THI+ 120 TH ) FEAEZROL
Mol (p=0.071) (F1)o

AHTF 7 AfEHBETHON— A5 4 ~ MEP &g
&, 72 APB %999 uV [313-2278] (Fhoefiti [PU 43 #i
BH1), 45 APB %%1262 1V [395-2268], 7= AH %% 760 uV
[387-1540], #5 AH 75710 uV [312-1461], A # <7
2 A JEAE B T3 /2 APB 2% 455 1V [170-14101, 45
APB %593 uV [186-1749], /£ AH 7% 645 uV [288-
12901, A5 AH #7533 pV [213-1039] TH Y, EHD
APBB X UAH O GEM A TA T = 77 AEREED
FMWAA<T 7 AFMHABEL D SHEIIR—AT A~
MEP $RIEASEAEIC 7 > 72 (p<0.05). /AP TA, GC
WZDoWTCik, ABEGHEEZZD P72 (F2), T
7z, TOF It 75% L E# & TOF Lt 75% Kii#E 2 BT
2, ATOBENHTN—2 51~ MEP IR ICA &Z%
RO hoTz (F3),

N—RA 74 » MEP gk, A~ 77 A
MBET721%, AH~< 727 AIMHET 59.4%, TOF



52 FER AR AR TR 50 % 2 75
%3 TOF kb 75% K & TOF H 75% UL EBEIC B 2 X— 25 4 ~ MEPRIE (V) oML
Table 3 Comparison of baseline MEP amplitude (#V) between TOF ratio <75% and TOF ratio =75% groups
TOF It 75% At (n=21) TOF k 75% D BB (n=450) o i
[EL
Froefl [PUSREHPR] (pV) rrgeflE (U REaipR] (pV)
TR R IR 642 [177-2918] 799 [247-1940] 0.61
YEFCABR AN N 897 [265-2067] 1024 [249-2115] 0.79
e Hi I 182 [86-581] 530 [144-1409] 0.14
AR A5 374 [194-1090] 515 [130-1397] 0.87
Wk 387 [88-624] 254 [78-580] 0.30
A BERSE 263 [168-664] 233 [89-560] 0.58
i BRI A 371 [228-1539] 734 [330-1450] 0.44
A5 BERA i 674 [364-1184] 660 [257-1310] 0.89
K4 N—254MEPE=¥Y VL=
Table 4 Success rate of baseline MEP Monitoring Recording
~N—2 54 >~ MEP ZABG ORI BITBR=2F 4 ¥ MEP =%V ¥ 7k (EE)
TS TR RS AERE N A LEFEEE AR
(%) SE ShEN IR py PR AR e e
AN T AN EE 791 250 257 239 233 225 225 261 254
(n=280) ’ (89.3%) (91.8%) (85.3%) (83.2%) (80.3%) (80.4%) (93.2%) (90.7%)
AN T 7 AR RE 04 168 166 151 153 144 140 175 172
(n=191) ' (88.0%) (86.9%) (79.1%) (80.1%) (754%) (73.3%) (91.6%) (90.1%)
TOF I 75% b\ b7 681 400 406 373 368 351 350 419 410
(n=450) ) (889%) (90.2%) (82.9%) (81.8%) (78.0%) (77.8%) (93.1%) (91.1%)
TOF Lt 75% A B 2.9 18 17 17 18 18 15 17 16
(n=21) ’ (85.7%) (81.0%) (81.0%) (85.7%) (85.7%) (71.4%) (81.0%) (76.2%)
(%) (%)
100.0 200
90.0 18.0
80.0 16.0
70.0 140
60.0
120
50.0
10.0
400
8.0
300
6.0
20.0
40
100
20
0.0
2017 018 (FE) 0.0 0.0
0.0
BAATTLRERF @aHTFsRIEEEA 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 (EFEE)

1 2= 77 ZERB & AR OFRIER

Fig.1 Annual trends in Sugammadex use and

2 TOF ke 75% K D BFIIBIT 5 AT =T 7 AL B
Fig. 2 Nonuse of Sugammadex in patients with TOF ratio

non-use cases. <75%.
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e 75% PL E#ET 68.1%, TOF b 75% A i C 42.9%
Thotz (F4)o

2013 4E~184E D A < 7 7 A M AF 5 o 4F K M
BIIWAEEE L ) 61 (194%), 221 (29.3%), 37 #F
(53.6%), 651 (63.7%), 87 1 (78.4%), 71 1 (84.5%)
HRMEm AR L7 (R1),

MEP € = % V) ¥ 7 Bil## & TOF LA 75% A ©
H o THEBIFX 20134 X 0, 54 (16.1%), 101
(13.3%), 51 (7.2%), 11 (1.0%) &A% R
L, 2017 4ELIREIZ O 14 (0.0%) & 727 (R12), TOF
WA 75% Kic b 2»0bS5F MEP =41 ¥ 7%
I U7Z9ERE 21 JEBIC, 2D 21 JEBI TR TTAN <
T ARMAL TRz,

ZE

SFGAEBI 471 BN 5 A B <77 AE B OE &
13 59.4% (280 #), A A< F & AIEM GO EHEIX
40.6% (191 41) THh o7z MEEEAOT 7 0 =7 Az
5.9 SR B EAERT O X — X 5 4 ~ MEP iték ¥ T
BEll 2 2 7~ 77 AMEBEL, JEMHRECILER L 724
BOWASPICATY Ty A HBETHEICH { MEP
TS UITDBRIBTE Tz AT 2 AU,
2010 4E N AFR THRGE S A7z I L 551k 1 ot A% 3 D ¥
PETH Y, EARWICFMBEORE T = — 7 OWEH
W LT &7z, 72721, HBETIE 2013 4F5 5 FREE
ATHEGENzara=7 2Ox)FEI) MEP €= %)
TR L TV BB IR TAT T2 A
T LI ENELAIIV—F MLENDL LD %
T&ze AHIT I ARMATHE, HR 0 MEEH
UEWFRRED S HE S 2Y 720, TR 5 BIG A 5
MEP €=% 1 v 7Bl T CORRA R 2D, Tl
R 2B - A e AVRIB S b

N—2 54 v MEP g% A '~ 77 AL Ik
AT LRSS, A4HDOAPBB L UTAHICE
W, AART 7 AR CHEICRIELREL o
720 BT, WHRbARIEIC X B AR IRE & 2 i
ICEHIE L 722 < O#EH D %o Sloan” 13, TOF LAt
60% LLF Tld CMAP 23 BICHIfl S & il LT
w53, Kim 5 13, TOFI® 2% HOEIFEDO A X &
WS, R—=ZAF A4 ¥ EWELT50%LL 1 THNIiL MEP
REEMIHERTELLE LTS, Liu 5" &, TOF

53

W23 51-75% T 1iE MEP O % Wt $k 251 i T H
D, BBEEORBEREINZ RO Lo 7z i LT
%o UBETIEIMEP®=% Y ¥ ZRHIEICIE, HHWD
HEFOBREZEIZBEWTH MEP 12§ 2 Wskz 12 & %
PRI R 2B SR nwEWAIEZ X, TOF H 75%
DiE% MEP E=%1) v 7 BIGIEICRD S5 Fifil &
LCRELTEBY, TOF LA 75% Kl TH - 72H
2, REERHEIC AT < 727 ZADH5- 2K L T»
o ANRT 7 A%¥e59 5L, TOF HIEHR 22
100% 201453 5 728, MEPEIEX, &2 —E 05
fay ba—VFIE DV REREEZRT. —F, A
=T 7 AR, REERIER OB R THAN
HZ XD AR R AN A L, TOF Has 75% DLk &
o TWBIEBIBETH 5205, ZDftiid TOF kb 75% ~
100% DWTF DO E & 5o ZD72%0, B 5
T MEP RIFD R SHICE S R WIS { &
INTWELEEZ LN, AT 7 AL L
T MEP RIESH I o/ b EHET 5, Db X
D, N—=2F A4 MEP ifk# 12 HAAHIZ X h TOF
A% EEZRY) MEPE=% Y 7 %M L7230
AT, ANYT I RAERG LI EEHERT S L,
MEP #EiFEZ L DK SEFHMi L CTL E 5 Bhrd s L w
Z %o MEP 2 & Zflith DM P18 121, R
VEBRGATT & P TIRRZNZNOF 4 I ¥V 7 Ttk
N7z MEP OIRIELSH W ON DL, AH<TF 7 A5
BT, RN—2ZF 4 ~ MEP Gt&kRF 27 ik IR 255
EIZHEHINTE Y, AT RE 2 R K IRIE O MEP %
EAEONEDIH L, AN~ T 7 AT
MEP & IE 25 % ALV IREAD S MEP E =4 1) ¥ 798
BIG S N5 720, ZOHOTFAMHRAE R IR AT 1 9
LU MDD Bo Z D720, FFRIELSIC X ) MEP
IRIBORT AE U2, AH~F 7 AR G5HETITA
HYT 7 ARG LKL T, ZOMTHREELHE
LCLE)EBMENAEL S, HICEZIE, AF~T
AMEHIZ X D, MEP ORKEEDN A 1§ 2 W REVED S 5
LEzZ N5, %8B, TOF I 75% Ll L # & TOF Lt
T5% RHHEIC B W T, & TOEMF T MEP IRIEICA
HAEE RO R - 7275, TOF I 75% A ¢ MEP € =
)y 7RG LIRER 21 E DR L, T
BAR D7D EEZE LR o 2 RELRD 5,
MEP €£=% 1) ¥ ZHIRIZOWTIEZ, AT
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AEHRET 721% Lk b E <, AT T 7 ZAEAHEE
TIX594%I12& EF o720 ZOHEEH, S, MEP BlGD
ORI T A5 5L, 2L OF» 5157
2 PRI D CMAP IE 255 5 N B RS < %2 1),
MEP =%V ¥ 7 ORENLEICHRT 2L E 25
Nb, —7, TOF It 75% Aiii# Tld MEP €£=% 1) ~
TN 42.9% & FWIIK L o720 ThUE, TOF
JEAMEAE DB 512 CMAP RIRAHIH 2 5 &3 5 Hi
i U7z BEAE OWFZE ™ o fF & ME %2 o MEP & =
&) v 7 BRI T 45 R kIR O CMAP 9% % 5eék 3
HIEIEMEPE= YY) ¥ 7 OREN FIZBN S 7
W, N—RZF 1 » MEP ikl 12 TOF A 75% A i
DL, AHITF 7 AR5 2T 5 FIi% &
LT LEDHEREIND,

VBB 5 2013 SE~18 SFD A A~ 7 7 AfHi =
FAEREIMLTWLZERHLRE -7 (K1),
MEP E€=% 1) ¥ ZHIRBICBWTAA I F 7 A% 503
RTINS & 9127 o 72 5L, EAEDFRIE
B H O HEA:, FRICHRIEDZILIKE G- LT
WBHEEZTWh, LI TV ¥ Z VHARIRTHH
HEIZ 72 o 72 D1 2006 4 TdH 5 28, & M LLFT A $i
WELT7 vz Lod Lz Ed A N
PR EINTE LI 727 VoD
4-85THHLDIIR LT, 7 v =)oz
10-30 43 & W E W20, 7 v 7 2 VidilikoHE
WRAESS 222 SR nI b EE L AN HMEIC
PE5T B0ENH 72, 2072, MEPE=%1) &
THTH o THAH ORENNG 2 H Y & L CiitiizsE
e G SN TE, —F, LI Tz vy =
BRI p-A A A P2/ 7IT=2 & LTEN
TLEMETH Y, 1FHBBLE COREME L,
W N DT SRR LT R0
BIEDLEIE WY, 20720 MEPE=%) ¥ 7
BRiZix, LI 7x2r% =% 02 ug/kg/min FEELLE
DR Fix 535 2 & THRWEREH ISR T,
bR DI F T > THREZIHT 5 2 &8
RIS e o 720 & BITHBETIE 2013 42 & FRIFSE A
TG EN-a 0= AORREINMEP £=% 1) ¥
T HIERIZIRAE L T B E IR TAAR T/ A %
T EDEL IV —F VLI NBE EH IR,
BAETIE, LITov o VR LT O R 7 4 —

BRI R 50 % 2

WA & B F CMEP €= %) v 72 BlAT %
TOWXANRT 7 A% L, uzua= AL 5H0
R HEWTIRTE & 24 S B 727 T H BEOAH L
EHERTAIENTEDL LI o720 F2, AHY
77 AORREASSEREM U 72 2 W&, FRHo
W EE Y, T 7 o= A0 X B AR IR A
O HARPER I AE R § 2 W RO B S - BA
LRBEHOEGTT AL, N—Z 5 4 ~ MEP sk
12 TOF Lt 75% Adiii T L IEBIE BN L 72720 T
hbHLEZONS, —Ji, TOF I 75% Al D HH 2
BB AN T 7 ZAOAHERBNIAE KA %2R L
(X 2), ZORBIZ21BITH o720 ARTHNIEZD
21 BlE R —Z T 4 >~ MEP &k LLRT I itk 3 D F bt
TR FHE MK 2 LD D, LPio 7T h a3
EXET Ho TOFERRIEUEIKNZEZORBRD S
WM 2L, AT T 7 ADEMTH 5EOHH TH
MBHERZOFRA ZER L7z, AA<T 7 A5 Oh
W) E SR ENBRIELZ MG L7, MEPE=%1) ~
TR LT LEHIOHK I A TAAY T 7 A5
DIRFED T DN oz, TRRIKEO S 4 I V78
BN EDHIFT 5N 5, TOF H 75% Al T MEP &
=) TEBBLTLE 5720 DbYWERX—=ZXF 1
MEP Fr &% 2 il o 3k A 121k, RRIRHE - $UTEE @
MEP €E=% V) ¥ 71Zxt9 % B, B X OB o H i
HEIRFE NSO LG L T2 ieErsd 5 &
#5252,

%I, MEPE=%1) V7V DDIZANIT Y A
S AR & BRI ER RSO W T D T4 B
LCBLLEDND D, M BEoResd C5me
MR ATV A iGN TR IS
BBELREALTOWRWT ) —RANITT 7 ADERAEL
TWA 7202, kG- shz-ar o=y A TR
HIAE LN VIR D 5o BIETRIAFN T2 A
O¥ G R ZREILT A3 E LT, TOF B T2 ik
B @Bl 2 0 HOWEE) % B Rk
WERIREThH NI Z oG5 E% 4mg/kg & L, T2
W % 528 2 FLIB IR BE 70 A8 A7 JE BT IR T8 C b i3
5E%2mg/kg (L, AF~<T 7 ZA0#EFERYS
ZHGELCTWA, TAFKIC, 0 o= ADRkTHE
ATOHGEZ LER/NNRICT 2 2 & THRRHIC X
% fi55 ot e h ST e ORI & AR S 5 TR ZEAT> T
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Wb, TN EIEBFITATI T 7 A2 MHTHIZES
TVWHRWHHTH L, R LHFTIIE 0= 20
BHEE L T0.6mg/kg DEIRMNIEG- L %-TED,
0.3 mg/kg THHEEE DD H DY, KHFFRIZE D,
MEPE€=% 1 v ZIZBII B AT 7 AEH DA H
EATRENTZDS, ZOHH) A7 IZOWTHEEL
ZIREBNZ X > TAH <727 AR50 RIEE LA T
MW 2 R882 /O LI RUTHDLEER B,
AFZEIT N OO T B0 1T, 4
BECTIEATY T 7 A0 G- HhiER X— 2 F 4 ~ MEP
RLERIRED TOF HAs 75% kil & L7225, Z oFEHE T4
fiik TIEM SN TR Wil H 5, 12, A
H< 7o ZAOMHOH %S X - T MEP ¢
P SN7RETE=5) V72 BET 5 2 & % [
THIETHED, TO—FTAHIT 7 A5 X
B i DARE R & NHE D B EFRIAEOH I 2 A
THULENRD D, 1T, N— R T4 » MEP &
HRIR & L TR DR R CFRAF T 5 2 L DB
AT 2T L2UEDLD Lo WBIZ, S ORI
BIE, BHER RN £ 72 B @M ISR - 7228, 41
132 DA FHEH BT L WSVEFAT 12D T b BT
ZITH)TETDH 5o

e=r

MEP £=% 1) ¥ ZBED 720D A< 77 ZA$xk5-
1, ER DR FAHEITR MEP €= %Y ¥ 7 OfF R
FICEBNT 2 TREEAVRIE S 2o ATV T 7 AP
DF Ay bEREET 2REH#E L7 LCHIKMEHT 2
LT, BELHEHFHMNOZOO XY HEO W
MEP €=%") Y DRIl R b ELEZ LN,

i

KL OVE NI H720, HE LD Z L okt
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Intraoperative motor evoked potential (MEP) monitoring in spine surgery is useful to
assess the functional integrity of the motor pathways. Since neuromuscular blockade sup-
press the MEP waveform, the effect of neuromuscular blockade administered to facilitate
intubation in anesthetic induction should be sufficiently recovered before the commence-
ment of MEP monitoring. Recently, in our hospital, if residual neuromuscular blockade
remains at the time of recording the first baseline MEP, the selective relaxant-binding
agent sugammadex has been used to reverse neuromuscular blockade prior to initiating
MEP monitoring. We retrospectively investigated how often did we use sugammadex for
MEP monitoring in our hospital. Additionally, we evaluated the effects of sugammadex
administration on the time from neuromuscular blockade administration to the start of
baseline MEP recording, as well as the effect on baseline MEP amplitude. Four hundred
and seventy-one patients (range 20-96 years old) undergoing spine surgery with MEP
monitoring under general anesthesia from 2013 to 2018 were included in this study. The
percentage of cases with sugammadex was 59.4% (280 patients), whereas those without
sugammadex was 40.6% (191 patients). The time from administration of neuromuscular
blockade to the start of baseline MEP recording was significantly shorter and baseline
MEP amplitude recorded before the decompression maneuver was significantly higher in
the group with sugammadex than in the group without sugammadex. This study suggested
that administration of sugammadex to start MEP monitoring would contribute to rapid sur-
gical progress and improved accuracy of MEP recording.

Key Words : motor evoked potential, train-of-four testing, neuromuscular condition, rocuro-
nium, sugammadex



