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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to determine the effect of spinal motor neuron
excitability by cranial electrostimulation(CES). The fifteen Sparague-Dawley adult male rats
were assigned to the three groups; Group I (control), GroupIl(low rate CES), GroupIll
(high rate CES). Spinal motor neuron excitability was measured to use a computerized H
reflex.

The results of this study was as follows;

M latency, M amplitude and H latency were no significant difference in all groups on
repeated measured ANOVA(p>.05) but low rate CES and high rate CES groups were
lower than ether group in comparative measurement of H amplitude and Hmax/Mmax
ratio(p<.05).

These results lead to the conclusion that spinal neuron excitability was influenced by
CES. These results suggest that CES had the capability to lower spinal motor neuron
excitability used synaptic blockade in spinal segment.

Key Word : Cranial electrostimulation, Spinal motor neuron, H reflex

. ME 38 d2 Agge ReE maHEgld
(Jarzembski, 1970). '
FARZIASTL @A vix HFHAM £
, 25, EUFY 3 wGFAH A8
CES)& 19609t w1 gad 58 2 AT U AR, FAWNAS
VgAYl olfolA gool, wMIFE Yol Hg3y) ARSRARE U
olgsted Pl HEEHs) AP 2 ¢ HEFoIU AFeN For AT 2 F
F710 FAR7AZY dpuge za AL AAH diF A7E AHHo=
o} 2 zARDE Mo Ud 9o o]F0iz itk YAATE Bennett(1998)=
#BAo] Rolzch wetd TEAYS Ea B/ FARIASE %Y #AEAA
HA WA AR Mo #FrHe ST AR 2 FFHol FsA AFHN
NEstn BAse AFS0] Bol AYHY  FE RAFHoH, HAvloke e tde
od(Kirsc, 1999), 9%0l2 taez @ 2 ¥ @FANE 2 ZFo] FAHIL, B
APl EAANAZTY 2%} waAE € WIS TFIIT] AdHTdE Bast
AATHWolfe, 1989).

FN A7) A (cranial  electrostimulation;

to o &
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732 (spasticity)2  FAELY FEA
7 49 ez dEA ey
(Ashby et al, 1987), #218ZFA LA
T WA A9 F¥ oA gokSax
& Johnson, 1980). HZ&ZF, H4&4, 4
A HER, g AsE, HAdvh T3 2
& FASAAA W3 Jehles A=
2 13L& &5715E Wajsiv(Tsai et al,
2001), & F=9} A g AP F
7t Ax 7153 85§ Sl 99
o] ©rHCarr et al, 1995). HFEFAAL
of FEA F7 AL # ¢EA UA &
o, dF A gA ¢ F5HA 719 B
A3 #PHo] Aok & (Veltink et al,
2000; Weingarden et al, 1998), & AR %
o ¥gte PAHFEY A RAMTEH F
9 EFAZLT AANEL 3 2Z7HA 9
AzRztel HAHFRY EH2RE o)
g3z ¢#x YUH(Vanek & Menkes,
1979).

FFAALY FEAEL AL EEH A
Sl ostdq WE 1A & F e, 3
Hgw e 9 AZ(Bell & Lehmann,
1987)011} b, vhARA), 2SEHY, AE, A
A3 e 71AF AZ(Leone & Kakulka,
1988; Belanger, 1989; Sullivan et al., 1991;
Avela et al, 1999; Meunier, 1999), t}F3H
A7|A=(Bajd et al, 1985 Levin &
Hui-Chan, 1992) §°] Hi®&9 E23 =
F FUotk A7IAFL vi¢ 2 HEE
oA 7HA 2@ g FHoz FHEH
o] ¢ o v} (Hamrecht, 1992), £§3] & A3 &
SH(Franek et al. 1988, Scheker et al., 1999)
Y 7152ZE Z3(Daly et al, 1996)0.2

NAZA7IAFo] Bol AHEEHoAL 3o
ANATE o8 = AFY 2HEEH=
Levine 5(1952)¢] 93] 22 AHH Bu
ggon, o83 Ade AZATZC o
g ARELE &EEE AFn
(motrmeuron pool)?] FEAE JAAA
ARRAE BAAZ AT BudAT
(Veltink et al, 2000). Kukulka(1994)= H]
BAAY A AREY ZIAAA7NAF
o] HFEFAZAY AF1E FIFE +
g g @4 243 9A8 A3 F
51 Qe A7AFE FE FRATB
A7 AR AFse Wo] KA 3
o QoH, HZ ZAF/NA7|A = (transcu-
taneous cranial electrostimulation)o]t} 3]
31571 A 7] A3 (percutaneous cranial
electrostimulation) 53 Zo] F3& 3A
A $H IPAEd B A7)
geaA A9 stk

4527499 $24 ¥8E Sqse 3
Moz QARAANNY WAL 71 gl
AHEE T el A7AE AFEH 2
H3 JHAFoE fFud NS WS
Aety] A% M AT & de e
2 48A 3ok 2 F HeAE 332 74
Hog s 9ddR AFuaLe A7)
H gz 259 1KFE71E +3317]
HEol & o AFHez $FAEEY F
¥ AEE HJY F UHOslen &
Diamantopoulos, 1967). W2} H¥lAls £
2077 343 A=) 45 LFUHY
9 RS Adlsle BEE HFHez H
Ztete ez E gA ¥eEA e
(Hardy et al, 2002), &3] HAA #=x9
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44 BUIHWIRY FEE Wre ¥
HogA ol AHI Uoklitle &
Halar, 1985). H¥tALY] &3S 5 AZY
e HFAZ Y FE4E Hoksted o
T+ FEY WHgEoE HPoY AAE2
A HHE M @A EF HEE F
deH, EAR FHF FP &3y
1 3}3c}(Rosenbaum & Henning, 1995).
Hmax/Mmax ratios HY{FAOIA Hojx|&
Msish Hote] §5A90 dd 2z A
HREe vlejy, AAd g Jde 3
%9 58 Yrloe AnA AR o)
g 4 dHMattews, 1966).

£ d7c 9XE dAeE Fugd o
& FAAZIAFe] HALY FE3 FEA]
el mlAe S EA8 FARZAFT
o] HFAAL] FA4 Wt vxe o
TS gotr 1z} YTk

I, 378

1. 4¥FS

AL 1253 9] Sprague Dawley 7 3
A WA (A F 241219 g) 1591 E AHEEHY
oo, Ether2 &F4vtd A7 F o}7d A
AE A @& ¥, Ether2 FYvii
AD F A HE FAAZNASS 284S I
T, EtherZ Fdud A F 3 HlE F
AAZASE A& & MTez FE3Y9
Ztzr seteld @Retgch AU ¢
AYLEE 241T, §E 55:05%F FA3

qew, L& 4FTY Holgt 22 ARF
A AFHs=E 3tk

2, YUY

2 ATE AsiA 4P FE 1509 & 370
o RE g Z7 Svigy ¥33tn,
Etherg o] &3t FYvtH A7 ¥ H4¥8S
AAIBAY. FAAZZF A AFLE H A
& AHEsIgen, Hgg HI3L wAg
AR F9 FFAbolo] HiXAIZ T, 844
S FAF AFLA WA TR
7AF712 AFH AFHRE SHAI=
Dynatens 301(Best, Korea)& AF&3}%oH,
AFZ2H802 A3 EE 100 ppsst 2 pps,
BE717L 50 psoldck AFHREE 5 mA
E IR Le, AFALLE 207U
HFEFAZEYY FE4 HslsE BI9%
HyAp 23& 93 Jdg AR
(Cadwell, 6200A, USA)9} &FAZ, Fud
Zo] ¥4 WF P concentric bipolar
needle electrodeE A}E-3QY ) HuRAle =
& Johnson®] & AHEEGth 2AE
9 71Ex7A0F sweepe 10 ms, gaind
2,000 wv/divelR e, Huje} Msje] &
AlZt(latency) 2 N Z(amplitude)s] &4
U F 2R A, S F 108, A
$ A%, A8 F 10844 23390 H
W 24 A 94 Aee AW 44
37 fsed due olgdd ARews
365Co)A 37C Atol2 gAateE &ttt
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3. BNYY Ack(Figure 1). FF2U73Y M ZEA |
24 & 2 SN
£ A7y FAEAML SPSS 100 ver. for g2 HEE #9% 20l Uehidey
windows®< AMgEle] wHEZABARN (21552, p<0.05), & T, 2N € ¢
(repeated measured ANOVA)E AA3d  ZEAgAXe 9% Zol7t fisich
. BAEA Al FFEL 0052 ATk
2. H ¥8Al9 H3t

W, & it 4 289 38 4, AHE F 108 HE

A5, }g F 102 *1 3738479 H &

B gz [22 4§ J34A A&

1. M =19 wig} 7kt oA 3EHe ez dEEe

W, 023 mFe 538 BEde 2%

Z 259 Ag A ;_e‘% 108, 3 vehi Aot (Figure 2). #3349 M Z

A% Hg & 10_,_01]/\1 AzNAd M FA HEE HESHEIEY T 2R F
AuAe Wiz e Az ga ws  BAZY e Wsle §9F Aol

7} A9 Q= Hoz uegoy, mzy  HMSUW(E=2072, p<005), T FAHA

& A Ao vgtd HE (IR A 2 F T ZIFEoNE FAF Zol7t 9

: st oA SBsE 3ge ey AT

oo

%

3.5

3

2

M latency (ms)

1.5

1
Pre during post post.10
—o—|-Ether inhalation
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Figure 1. Changes of M latency
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Figure 2. Changes of H latency

3. M UE9 Hgt

Z} TEY 3§ A F& F 108, 3%
A%, HE T 10BN FAIARY M
NE9 WH3lg ZE FoAM & Ad w3}
9 A& JFAA AL Zast 04

T A%S JYEhiAth(Figure 3). F7
A7 M ZEA] WHslE WHESHENE
g A FAA 7] BE Wde
]2 Uelov(f=16.14, p<0.05),
Z3N7] 2 27 AZFEAME Fo
Ako]7h AT

of

o
fo

Oft
ST
poh 2N oAl de

o

4. H TE2| ¥z}

% 259 4% 3, 4% 3 0¥, 4%
4%, 4§ F 10804 FAIU49 H A
Zo Wgz 12L ATl BE W} A
9 9 Aoz yEgtey, I mMEe
Hg Qo vkl Ag AFAA AS 2
S0 oA HEEE Z%E dsiNd
(Figure 4). ¥74347¢ H 1Z9) g
VESABVEY Y AT T HE4T,
p<0.05), ZHA]7)(f=202.80, p<0.01), ZHA]
7 % F 3 WEAE(E=2216, p<00l)o] A
% 9% o7t ANk AFARAA
129 T2 AlldA #98 2ol 94
3.
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5. Hmax/Mmax H|2] ¥}

Z &9 A& A, HE F 108 F&
AF, AL F 1089M FESLAE
Hmax/Mmax ¥®]8] W3tz [ZF& A7
02 W37l A9 e A2 Jeton,
073 OFe 3§ A Hlgie AHE A%
7 A& AT A SEHe A%

Uehl $ickFigure 5). ¥73F417 ¢ Hmax/

Mmax H]¢] #3E HEZAZAEY J
A7} ZHA7)((=151.88, p<0.01), ZHA]7|
B F 7 23%4(f=30.14, p<0.01)dA =
F AT Zeolt AReH, F LdAME
FAE £9% Aol Aoy [EHe
A zfol& YeRAUT

=3 —R—
-1 oI —+—1II
Figure 5. Changes of H/M ratio
v, 1 & o2 HASHYt gu=En Yo J2de
ARAG - 9 H9 A2 Waie
#EE dF9 a9 g gAFHEo] o) F
1970 % B¢ Z Em= xgHE ojz| 1 9)tHDaniel, 2000)

3l 31091 1980u1cn =t 9%“& &4
gz g FHLd olF AFEY Fol
g ALA] B FRupy], 2 AAA @2 F

g2t & dfdAe FARZAF F
T AZ4 FEA9 U]f‘]{::‘ FSs Lot
H7] 918t MM E o] &3t EtherZ n}#
A7 1@ Ether2 vl3A7]|2 SRR
=% 2 ppsE HEAY OT, 100 ppsE 3
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£33 mFA F334739 HiALE 234
st Mste} Hap EZx FEAZ,
Hmax/Mmax BlE AW}ste] EA3A
Hible 35 $3A7349Y 334 &
e YAAZIEE Y er M
Bo] AR HoAE HYoE AHIAFLR
e FAAERYE FA %Y 7
Zt F&7)elA 714 FRel 44 ladd
T8 e BYstd FHEF2d HeEHH,
I 38 & A% A (monosynaptic) 0.2
FRLME HaA A o TAAEAFE
et dgEo] dojus 2 3 o3 &
7] gtoltt. a#E2 Hutel Ado] dojut
T 3A2E ez zel dv, Hae 3
£7]17+& Mupo] uls) P4 ZAck Hopol 3
BAIZHE 20~30 mseco]s LA FR
AT D olfre HF YelA dHE
stedl AlZtel Basty] fEojt. Hie
ASHEE HY & AFELE AT
TEGAL ¢e /7 FE3st9 Hert
fFaEY, A3 BEE MA3] FHA A
Hute] AZo] & AXG. 28y A37%
E7F B& EolAE Mute] AZe =g3}
AT Hope] A 3& Zhasie], Mus}
Aoyt € Ax2 2 HYA3& 39 Hy
T 288 253 T, 1999).

2 d7AGNNE M9 AZ 9 g8
Al F3dde SN g {oF A
37F ARy F zhel Aol §lo] Ether
gt FAANAF O] B2AHTY AEA o
U FEA 9FE vAA e Az ¥
Bttt £ HH9 JEAZ FHA7
net Fold Wt Aoy & el 3pe]
€ 919 Ethers} FA7AFo] #4527

4 AAY A= FFE vAA d= AL
2 Jeigtth 28y HIEL 347, 2
 ZFN7IG 2% nZFEAAN BT &
o Aol& vepfo] Ether wAITY 1T
o ®lste] Ether utF o FAA7ASE &
£ 7 THe FAT Aolg HEY F
NR7AFol HF &FANEEY T2
Q%L FE A yEindt oy 2
pps FAAZIASE HE & O 100
ppsE HLT MT Alelole FAF Aol
7b Q1o A7 LY FEAL AFHR
A dF¥E A ge A2 JER
$¢ Hmax/Mmax H¢9 XM= £
A7), 2 FEA7IG 2 2EEEA
25 g ZolE yepfo] HIZ W
3o} w5231tk Malden(1985)& 7 2 o]
A HAgvpulos ez FARIAS
€ F 334 65 ¢ HEF ¥ growth
motor scaled 3VAE Yol AT An
FAF Aol7t e AT HISAL, F
AANASE HEse A 2o o8 71A
TYAEFAE 23 As5aHr ad
I stk

L2 A R b B o L B Bl K A
A FAAZNASTH A QN8 E H43
® Jebsond| #R7|FHI I8 F EFH
gxoX A FdA &) 53%=
P w=RL, FARNASTT L3 Fo
ME 8B%2 F7tE0] AANET e
79 15%HT © E3cHOkoye, 1986). A
Pl AstE Bz F{}e A7
A= 25 A 24484 24E &
Sot ZAAAAGG T i Jqo &
g, & 2859 ZAHE Ag 2 5
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T} a8F02 FFFYo] o|FofAA ¥
T(Cozean, & Hubbell, 1998), 23 Hha}
859 dF A Aolg F/HAA AR 7
& S3A 7Y, opuld 289 F57 o
02 7AFYA & Edle 2 A%
WAshs Ae2 RuE: 3 tHBerkey,
halmers, 1996).
FARAZATLE FFAAAANN GFF
A3 wg& A 7led Pozos(1971)&
FAANRFO] QA AN e TFol
NARE o AFHAGEZDES A3 LA
A A PR 7S FAANIGL B
3G 2L FAAZIAF ] cortisol
22 2EH L EFS AAAFLEHR oA
A2 BdA 7l AeS g BeE ¢y
A Jo £ FAAAS] HEHe F
A NZEUS F7s FANLERAY T
2(Shealy, 1989), ¥ai oA MAO-B%}
GABAY &#A-F F7P7t EaiHozg
(Krupitsky, 1991).

¥ A7olA  Ether wmhFTO  HIgtY
Ether v}3 2 F/4A7|1A5F Z4&Fo| Hyt
FE 2 Hmax/Mmax H7} #93HA ZHa
He A2 veged, FAAVNAS o
Tz & zole Ay 2 FA
A7AF] A 7L FEAE A
#9998 9FE v HAOE ARHEER
FF FARTIAT] FFAZEA B 9
d fd @ AF2 gAd vXe 9%
Jgage] didt gt AF7E A& ook
¥ Aoz A7d.

AFAXe FARNAT] FFA7

A9 FEAY Pl 9P dopry) 9
st WA E Yoz ZTASTAAY Muet
Hulol 2E & ZEAzE, H/M ¥E &34
& g3 e 488 4

Mute] JE 9 AEA|, Huto FEAIE
Z3A71e] 2 WstolA Rog Aot
Aoy T Foes 93 zolrh gAth
a3y HZFE Hmax/Mmax =8 ¥
ZAA7IS F e /Y3 Folrt dey
(p<0.05), FAAI|AZYFNEY e 3}
ol Aok

m2tA FARZAF o] A ABE9 F
24 gAd fo% 9FE v e
AHRH] old wWE A4 FFAALY ¥
24 st i3 A&F A7t Yasty,
O yoprt 534 Wl o fd 8
AAZ A4 v YAEFHY AP o
G A7 9488 Ae=E Als €Y

o

¥a2¥

A8, WYz $HS 5
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