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block , USG-TAPB) A Ji 48 Jif RO, Hh 43 4% 17 W 0F
58, ARG 4RI 4 N 5L 56 4H (USG-TAPB) 5 22 3t 7 4
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4 2 &P P (erector spinae plane block,
ESPB)

ESPB J& T 4K Ff 28 BT | 26 Js R 25 1 13 5 &2
U A LRV T BN AR A S V2 B TR A VAL
TR, ESPB ] LU Ry JBR 245 W 5 Sk RN 7 18] Tz
Pw, N T 2 A B X, W, BT ESPB
AT A 2 R Y O SRR S, R LA A
G0 REL 7 2 . Hamed 282200 140 {531 %) 22 R
THEH LUCS BEHL /Y M 2 41, ESPB 4 (n =71) 18 1t
HEAE DY RR B3 PN T B 10 mg A LR R, RS 57 B
F 20 ml 0.5% A tb R £ T9 f# 28 kb 4T ESPB, ITM
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