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FEBo TOF b (4 oofilicEons 4 2oRIExEZzhzn T1, T2, T3, T4 LML,
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BT A L CHB Y FNICH LEBNICE=2Y) v 742322 TlL5%ICHD T2 2 228
MENTVWET, EBME=2) v Z72EELTWTdH, TOF =09 BE#ERIETH S Z &
DRHAR (LA TOF E>0.7 2AEERHE L STz B £ L7 ) itk % TOF
<09 ToikE. =2 —HEDOAME, RFFHEEMEmREIE O, FEhiEE o %
Hikie EOBERIC X 0 EREGED 5 WIdFH 2 7L AR I N TWE o Ll nE T,
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AN T 7 ADHKE LEEBNHMEE =2 ) v 72 HAEbE L, PACU 23R O A5t
BRE 320 GEE=XY v 7)) 25 1.6%ICKIFICHO 22 Z L dMEINLTHY ¥, £=
2V v 7 OS2, 2 OHERBELEHENED & R o T b 25T, BEe 7 iR E B~
DHEEAHARFC& £ 7,

FAQ3. [EWMER L7 uoy a2 BELTWARVDOTRLKRTIZ?
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T I HMARRE IS O W L T8, KA b T X =v 7 Hh v v b (post-tetanic count: PTC,
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R DRIEMEE & WS & 3% 5 < 13 minimal block DIREEIC Y -3 ¢ E 2 b E T, EEIC
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% D> D D EHE R 3 728 BHE LA TR O IR AIRAE IC & o T H | HilRESES) (%
JeicEfE L CHh, MR+ ICBEONEIET T, ZALZRIRAERE SN T 5D
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BB B Y T, HEIICAARF I VTR, AH~T 7 AEE RO AL Mg O S 13
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vs AN T 7 A 110%) U, MAEMEIHEICBIL T g -CORRA 2O S 13 4 4 X F
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7 ZDEEIC XY R FIERD 47%, FERA LD 55% D L 8, I~ VR THBE
g COMBREEOFPICHF LT e MEINTHE T 4, F2A LI 3 5 FiF
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2720 T, BRETMAR X e i3 » A HRICHEERT TR & Wi S L2 FFEAS R
6 iE, FEEZX ) VI TVICHRERHEDHRET 2 203 4mg/kgD AH~T 7 2% K5 L 7=
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EMOZ0I1t, ERFIMEE =2 v 7 F CHitfRRE 2 3 L, @) 2% G5 80 A7
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H=T 7 ADF =X L ARV ZFRA L [FERT, 5B M R TIEES ICEREA g4 U
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SR TIIMEE RN A £ = % — D B, FHEJE D OWE IS X EAEAE, IE AR =
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COERICX Y, BEM. FHBUES. FHENEHONRICEIE L T 9558 ONRCIdAHEE
fii & RHEMNERA O [ME 25002 72 2 A[REME A R ST WX 3%, 72 & 2 I3BUEA < TOF A1 7 v
b3 2REEICEEL T B ERICiE, BIEOECRHENIER Cli 72 PTC<5DLXIcH Y
9, BUEMTTOF A7 v b 2B TE T AREL LIEPIT 3R, 2 Ai~TF 7 2%
H&E% 2 mg/kg L HIMT L Tl T - A, ZOKGE TIEKEHO BE CldlE 2 >+5 720
HixEond, BNEESEAHEE R TT5, AT 7 AOHEKRSRIEH T CTRHENEE
i CER I NAREE. 2F ) TOF A Y v =2 27200, W72 PTC CiHli 415 deep
block DI X > T, 2mg/kg ®H BT dmg/kg LIRDOLNTWNWED, ZOEEDAN
77 7 ARG EIT 4 ng/kgl D T, BRI R AR —RHENEZH 2= v b CEE
B8 % 3 %2 O SBT3 2%, @ T R WA I IIEEHIESLH 2 7 — L ORI 0w
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{7235 Z &% £ (inverse fade ® TOF b A — N—32 2 — b EIEENTWE ) FHEET 1.1%
TERLET, KL I INTWERAD, Tl 225 T4 ICh T TRHEDNEE N 28y — 2
ST 5 E TOMPENWIE 25 % & BHE ARG ICTTONLE ICTE & 72\ & £ RO
BELZ P70l N THEST, AV T X TR =T LN R & CRHRICHTA M % 2>
JazeT, COBKEROITLEHTEET O BHICK->TiZ 1 %82\ X 5 TOF
HAaFRLED, T4/T1 Tz T4/T2 T TOF lzBEH LY TRAINTHES, BAf
BENH £ = 2% —CTld 2 OBIRITFED b N Histi &k 5111 I TOF b= 1 2R3 70 T,
kg 2> H D EIERFIC 1Z TOF=0.9 2832 2 & S HER S Lk 328, ISRl = & —
DEH. XR=Z2F7 A VvDOTOFA 1177 32L, 1.1x09%5 1 2#F#EEIE L Ak L0
WeEDERD DY I, HAERICIIHMEERGHIOXR—Z2F 4 VEZEIEL CTEE, / —~%
Yy¥—3 =z v ([HEEK TOF H/~—2F 4 v TOF [t) %5 L 2{l43=0.9 & 72 % Z & ZfifER
LRERDH Y T,
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