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mg) >7 (50 mg); . P<0.05 o

1.3.3 N 2
1.3.4 (t=1.472 P =0.1464) .
(JOA) (29 ) (P=0. 9416) o
1d. 3. 14 d N (1) 4, 8. 12, 16, 20. 24, 32, 40,
>75% 50% ~ 74% 25% 48, 60. 72 h  VAS 1~3,
~49% <25% o (2) 2,
1.4 (3) . . .
+ (xx5) 3.
SPSS 15.0 (4) 3. 14d
l 4. 5,
1 4.8.12.16 h VAS (x +s n=30)
4 h 8 h 12 h 16 h
A 30 4.17 £0.38 3.80 +£0.41 3.63 £0.49 3.43 £0.50
30 4.93+0.83 4.47 £0.63 4.23 +0.50 3.90 £0.40
t 4.6127 4.8755 4.674 5 3.962 5
P 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 2
2 20.24.32.40 h VAS (x +£s n=30)
20 h 24 h 32 h 40 h
A 30 3.13£0.51 2.73 £0.52 2.50 £0.63 2.33+£0.48
30 3.43 £0.57 3.12£0.45 2.87+£0.73 2.7 £0.65
t 2.156 7 2.1122 2.082 7 2.483 3
P 0.035 2 0.0390 0.0417 0.0159
3 48.60.72 h VAS (x+s n=30)
48 h 60 h 72 h
A 30 2.17 £0.70 1.93 £0.45 1.83 £0.59
30 2.57 £0.73 2.33+0.76 2.13+£0.35
3 2.171 2.4855 2.396 5
P 0.0340 0.015 8 0.019 8
4 (n=30)
( ) ( )
A 30 8" 2%
B 30 19 9
1% P=0.009 5; % %P =0.045 3;
5 n=30(%)
( %) ( %) ( %) ( %)
A 30 1(3.3) 0(0) 0(0) 1(3.3)
30 3(10) 1(3.3) 1(3.3) 2(6.6)
x? 1.07 NA NA 0.35
P 0.61 NA NA 0.55
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6 3d n=30(%)
A 30 28(93.3) 1(3.3) 1(3.3) 0(0)
30 21(70) 5(16.6) 4(13.3) 0(0)

1Z=-2.30 P=0.02

7 14 d JOA (x+s n=30)
14 d JOA
A 30 26.5+0.67"
B 30 25.8 +1.24
Lk B t=1.368 P=0.1658
0. 05)
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., 2 (1)
30
. ; (2)
. % (3)
", COX -2 ¥ (4)
(COX) PG o
PG 3d
o Samad 14 100. 0% A
>75% 28 (93.3%) B >75%
o » 21 (70%) >75%
(P<0.05) A B
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