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Progress on clinical research and application of deep neuromuscular block
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[Abstract] Muscle relaxation is one of the major three elements of clinical anesthesia. Moderate neuromuscular
blockade (mNMB) is able to meet the needs of routine surgical procedure,while deep neuromuscular blockade (dNMB)
could provide better surgical operation conditions. With the progression of minimally invasive surgery and delicate opera-
tion,and with the increasing demand of the safety of airway management Infectious disease,dNMB’s scope of utilization
has been broadened. This paper summarizes the research development of dNMB in Clinical, and prevention of potential
complications.
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Table 2 Comparison of complications with mNMB and dNMB during

laparoscopic surgery

I K AE mNMB 4 (n) dNM 4 (n)
FHETE IAP 10 7
i I IR 2 0
A e A 45 1 0
i PR 03 1 1
AR S5 I R AT 3 1

15 TAP A9 ffi FH L I BRAIF 5T %R FH ANMB B A% TAP b, B A&
BRFL LA BT 09I K 45 Ja — B2 JLARE i # s M . dNMB
it £ 5 IR W RIATE B0 ) RE 1) 403 RE T B0 32 25 LG T, 2T T R
W ,dNMB 5 mNMB # LT i 2 B AR A dr LA 8 A 38 R
1 - e B USE P A 4 G UAR 4 R B IR R AR
A Cho %" 11 e 5 45 L T AR b, PB4 T dNMDB X i 20
IhHE AR 0 % AR 48 mNMB, ANMB X 8 2 76 75 35 2 fig 77 16
el ARy eI PR T - b N AR N VAT (3 = VAN ) PO 1
TR T AR AN AN T TAP 51 AY R10s o R R AR, dN-
MB X 5 3% 7R J5 0 W R 26 2 BE (9 5% ma i S BA o, 7 7 BT
ARG B R M s BT R S W L IF ROE 2 — . & AR IE 63,
4% ,dNMB A B (9Pt PLSP &R . BF5 &8, 8 I Bt A AL F
R ANMB 4119 PLSP & 4= 2 J %08 72 5 b mNMB 41
B R AR L TR RE L o I I T 40 M B0 B AR A B L R
ANMB fEA SR A IAP A1 PLSP 14> . BF 5% & 4 1 ANMB
A3 g B AR TAP 34 3 38 4% PLSP & AF 2 ™ 3 4% B (/T
SR Torensma %50 72 Ui AL T- A A 25 UL 3] o BV 4 435 40 )
IAP,dNMB 4 35 (1 PLSP %0 43 8 mNMB 1 % FE AL,
AL ANMB $it PLSP #fig 71 A 58 2 M T A% TAP, I %
AR TAP &4 5 B 3R I B9 SN =z —H°, ANMB 2 75 fil [ 1%
H 7 R G S W R . D7 AT M B A R T R P %
F],dNMB 20 fil mNMB 4 R H KX ARJ5 24 h (5 IL-18.1L-6 K
TNF-a B Il 7 & B 35 3 F AR H7 . /2 mNMB 41 TNF-o 3 5 7K -
W 5 % F ANMB 4, INMB 0] &R TNF-o #9538, K11, Koo
20T 51 % B ANMB Al mNMB {9 AR J5 1l %6 P B 7 19 71 & A
JETE XS, B FAHCHESE A, 45 Fh 5 e B 7 103 VR 32 32 g B[]

FHENRZESR , KR E 2 KFEARDIFT T8 INMB 5F A
T 0 S R

1.2 SZHEWEBMFAR  SCEEMRE TR K 2R, IR R
AT 4R S5 TR R ] BEAR TR 2 R 2 dNMB B (9 &l
YE B e mNMB, 5 2 AR N . HIELFARBRER 4, %
SRORG WD) B9 A L R v UL PR 2 AR M A L AR RIR LA Bl T B R
% I DR 8 25 2 I KR 5 b T R A A ) SR T S 0 L
DEd R RE M, AINMB g W W 38 w5 S #E g F R 19 SRS,
PEAEZE A R PR F ARG TR LA UK LR 24 1
TR R RS IO, BIE TOF =0, 143 % 4= 75 4l 2 3 A
iR LM 40 DAL I8 L SIS 8 35 I 95 6 W b A T AR g oY
WFFE & B ANMB AE % $2 4L 1 mNMB 344 19 F R4 A4E & 44, 1)
e 5% 2 5 7 10 A BEL 7 % 08 I R 5 R 7 7 432 30 1Y) e A 3R I
TR, EH T Ll RCT A5 4H 6125 5, H ANMB #H %
A2 R ILAE 306 0% U B T W AR T L A L 7 A A
S A ANMB A Re i R TR TS 5 R R T L B Ak R s
I BN B O (0 A P R A e S I R SE A At Uk HL
TREE T AT 4R A B A A N FARL 2R &
i B R TRk .

1.3 EHETAR BN SR E 2 A 0B R 2, H TR 1 I b
LT S8R I M AT B A B 4 TAP T . 5 bl i 41 # ik A TR
3B T O 5 G TC F R ORGSR T 5 R R = 3 A
AR A1 A TAP /2> Il o] RE T 20 L 05 1 WUAA IR B . BEAE B 5T
& B ANMB 75 1 F AR i A 5 0 LR 24 56 g $2 4E 7 AR By T
AREAE AR P TE FE UK 7 B ik vk s e i e 25 YL R
M A R ANMB 5 JELFA 80 mNMB #Af [, SRS B,
REEHEAM, FRX BB MW E S, RF VAS 45 @ F
BT (BRSNS 0 P AT 45 AR 1 N AR 07 B A
B %A R AT IR 5. 096 ~ 6. 296177, AR o (i T R 28 v A
A B st 20 5 W7 1k A 2 45 405, AHL 3k 22 LA 24 40 T RE T B 0 A
S S EOM I T A SR 2 A T R B R A
PR A TR b, G B R FH A RS & H o W B R (So-
matosensory evoked potential, SEP) , A& Ff 2 ¥ & & JIL#A 25 7]
2 7 SEP {55 Ji it ; 45 5K F 32 317 & 43 WLEL B SEP 25 78
PR 2SS W o LA 24 (S0 PR A 4 A8 R0 ek, RS 3k 3
WLAS 257, Rt ANMB 78 %4 H: T R o B2 AR 4R #8241 Bl 75
SRR

L4 RBEEWSIIKENATFR MmN ANEBREIEREAR
10 2 f 0 Jok g e TR T O ek R RO B e B E 4 B RR
LB A R R Bh & A R ATk 30, 3% AN, B R
L DL OB 08 B 148 ¥ 5% (Digital subtraction angiography.
DSA) , RIME AILE 3K 3K ff /N 1 BLC 46 4B 25 52 i DSA (1 R 5
& . dNMB 5 3035 1 /- AR DSA MBS FiE . Kim 4
1 58 A 24 s 3h ok 8 2R R BT & B, MR mNMB 4,
dNMB 41 SRS Fl DSA 19 & 1% Bt & 5 {£; mNMB 4 A 2 f
DSA &G R A B H BT DSALA 3 BIALGK S8 . % 2
BANG T WURA 2, T ANMB 416 B3R R B0 & AT Ao
G8 KB AR M B0 B kR A A TR IR R AE B &R RS FARE K
AR D ANMB 7683 DSA &% 5 & 59 L5l E Al 68 ik



. 772 - HHESF 202255 A %34 %% 58 Med ] West China,May 2022, Vol. 34,No. 5

AR B IA] DAT 08  FRR 0 9 & RE 8 H i I8 A DG B 5L 39
A T Z 058 30 dNMB St 4 A A F AR Bl A 9] 9 & 5 K T
IERioEA N
1.5 ICUBHMS2REME  ICU B & 5 LUE T HUR
2 VA i H R MLAGE A, A2 2F LB R R 6K 5 PN O, ok 2>
SFERT A LR 25, 22 [ BB I W B LR #5I2E R
i L BRI L SR ML A ME DL BE G R B e 0%, & A R O] A
A0 Y61 S i I 45 A% Ll i % B IR % B (COVID-
19) 45 B F , My 0% I B8 25 W g s 1B 1% 0 A BF S am U Ak Y
16 ANMB i £ F 7 COVID-19 # & <& W IF AR, By 1k
KB R B B 0% L AT I A R R 1 R AR B = R
I PR 5 o 5L 1 20U T Bf i 45 4% L A it R 37 0 56 1R 7% (CO-
VID-19) % B H G RIRAE 27 b I X BB AR E
FEER RE VAR ICU A7 8 B AL KA S 8 W7 I I AL
HE B2 T30 8 SRR I i R LA 25 4 00 s 2 30, B Ak
AR Bh oy 0% i 2R T R R I R A R SR 1 RS S A
WER,
2 RENRBEHZERRB

K )RR S o R LA 24, T 51 LA % A il A K S5 i 4
BRI AN 3 43 AT R A R o I 5 T AR R T o 2 I
A PR AR L B A AT B R S T 2k LA B
FU B 1~2 d J5 vl 2 s F IR R UL Y O R S AR S LA R
4% (Postoperative residual curarization, PORC) FIA H 41 1% ,
2.1 ARJFWAFRA LHB  PORC 43 E X TOF H &R <0.
9, S Az 2 5 R op LA R B NG DA R L O M 36, B
mNMB 47 WU 5 P05 0~ , K8 %8 i PORC W % £
Rk 63.5% 5, PORC S8 WL L IG 7 9 W 15 A B 1 4%
S ILAE 5 398 000 P VKA A XU o 51 AR AR S I e RE  AE 3R AR B
2. " E ERAS If R 5235 # (2021 J0O 58 5 ANMB A9 11
R 68 FH LA A0 R LR A 24 47 S A AR T . LR
W47 AR R AL PORC Y % A St THR 5Tk, — J5 i vl
o A R TR A R T R v UL 24 RN AR B JLAS S 24 1 5 P R
Sy — 5 R 38 SR AT AT HL . 5 & B H LR WS AR
1. 6% [ i e 512 & PACU JE A7 4E PORC, HA fii LA
W By AN REREAIE T 30, 4 %%, I R # 1l TOF-WATCH X 4
& P9 U LB 48 B AL Sy 0 X 4, A TE LA IR S T R, FR R
TOF (¥ 3 Y & (A 5L 2min WAESFTE 5% N, R IF R B 3R ,
A iR 15 4080 1 1k TOF 3¢ PTC #l3#% . 1E R o7 B4k kS
20 Ak BRI A — 3 40 WL W 0 e BBl R 300 A 17 P k4% 5 T B B
DT PORC Y S 35 B8 LA W T 38 5 F 45 45 DUAA 15 3
F o RIS 5 F R PR IR 0. 6~1 mg/kg.dNMB L 0. 3
mg/kg/h W) B A2 L ARG EE PTC Wk 1~3, mNMB 0
RS 10 mg 4EFF TOF ok 1~357, REARYE PTC A
TOF 50, F LIS (£ 3), — BT BB 5 54
0.5~1 mg B 4G5 8 s 4 0 B IR T ) 37 S 1 5 T DL 4
) 6 T4 A WO S KRV BE L 16 me/ket
2.2 AR RIB  Wang &0 & BUAR 0 LA 24 0 R
1 FH LA 24 1) 28 35 R v I8 R A R . ANMIB. ] 58 4410 4 4
) I 45 26 B L T R A9 I PR AR AE  ANIMIB A 386 AR A A

I 119 UG » — B 2% 2 R v 560 I T 5 B80™ 1Y) 6 493 R o T A
Hh AR R 2 S R AR 43 4 56 T R v L IDE T BT RN B 2 i S U F e
i IS R 0 P B W T B R v R R A RR T 2 T AR
e JE=0. TMAC, il B BUS S 48 B0/ 40~60 KF, 3t 48 5
G 25 ) SR TR AR P BE AG  T

x3 NRENTHERTFERREFERANE
Table 3 Recommended dose of antagonistic rocuronium under muscle re-

laxation monitoring
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