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= Abstract=

MAC of Enflurane Nalbuphine-Enflurane and EDs, of
Fentanyl under 65% N.O in Rats

Jeong-Geun Oh, M.D., Won Hyoung Lee, M.D. and Hye Ja Kim, M.D.

Department of Anesthesiology, Chungnam national University, College of Medicine, Taejon, Korea

The MAC(EDy)values of enflurane, fentanyl, and nalbuphine-enflurane under 65% N.O were
determined in 76 Sprague-Dawley rats using the tail-clamp technique to compare the equipo-
tent effects of intravenous and inhaled anesthetics. The rats were divided into 3 groups:
enfluarne, fentanyl, and nalbuphine-enflurane.

Results were as follows: :

1) The MAC value of enflurane under 65% N.,O was 1.16+0.05% and after subcutaneous
nalbuphine 20 mg/kg injection, the values were 1.08% at 60min and 0.99% at 90min.

2) The lowest EDs for fentanyl was 26.8 1g/kg at 15 min; and the EDy, 30, 45, and 60min after
the injection were 36.2, 39.7, and 44.7 1g/kg, respectively.

3) On arterial blood gas analysis under 65% N,O-IMAC(EDs), fentanyl and nalbuphine-
enflurane groups showed mild increase in PaCQO,, but there were no significant differences
among 3 groups. Fentanyl group showed significant difference in pH compared with
enfluarane and nalbuphine-enflurane groups.

4) Rats injected with high dose fentanyl(above 40 g) displayed rigidity and respiratory de-
pression.

Key Words: MAC, EDs, Enfluarane, Fentanyl, Nalbuphine, N.O

o ol F4 utAAY A= &4 9 aRE ¥
M = BE 992 d9 A3 e FE A¥E S
of 7+ FE4¢ MAC, EDyx B3EZ Sict.
34 #¥Y ¥ (minimum alveolar concen- N,Ox oA 2 o] &5 g shle] F7] e

tration, °]dt MACe|g} A3 )= 50%2 NANA A MAC ©] 1042 9502 2543ql v} AL E
748t 5% A= (supramaximal stimulus)d s} d71= o3 o2 F4 oFHASG A AHEA 2
Hhe-g Holx ¢g W HTY vlFA ¥=E P ol g =23 2 FY o EHAY 28 5=
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£ aAA wZH HE BAE §AE £ Qow
2 WA 94 ok 9 Y kA de AeE 9
o},

A ulHA F ek 25A fentanyle N0
s} Hgstd = §9 vlAAY BEAZ AHgHD
deos =g ARAA A7 A9 gk AH o &
o 24Fo® OF vAAZANE AHSHI Q3 ofA
& AAQ 24 9 AF z4-o] =(agonist antag-
onist opiocid) nalbuphine2 morphines} A9 ¥
% AF ALl oAz FFAAC oA
“plateau or ceiling effect” 3 z glo)?3¥ 4
F 3F 4A7 A9 A e Aol o] 53
morphinec|t} fentanylel 93] % 3§ A
g HEAFANY FY mHA BREAR ASEHT
Ack.

ditdo 2 ¥ A4 utH A N0 374 F4¢ 2 A
o wl@AzE AHEEHT et olagt &4 ohAAle
Ao e} HA Atole] ulH &H(potency)d ®imE
A AAE AF7E 9ol AxE 65%N.0—-35%0,
(e}t 65% N.O=} A3t enflurane, fentanyl,
nalbuphineg 7zt A}1-43 949 MAC(EDw)
A3t WAE AHEE FE AFA) A7) vlAAZEY
A% i#(equipotentiality)e AT 5 Y& =
®2 Aazr £ APe AAlsk4c

AEcia Wy
1) &8 iy
AY A2 200~350 gme] W (Sprague-Daw-
ley) 760te] g AH-8lgn 2E WAMEL Roge 7
Aol Y ALEFNA AP 24 oA A}
o A AA7A o)} B AFEA e $ Y=
£ 89t}

2) AHF

A'1'F (a=12) ; Enflurane?
A 2 & (n=28) ; Fentanyl&
A 3 & (n=38) ; Nalbuphine-Enflurane?®

3) &8 83

Y mele) 33k %¢e] 6-inch hemostat® A
HA4 rachet position7t# ¢ %% clamping3dte] |

22 ASAges ousle $49& vad F, o
e EEAY B¢ vEL 97 $49, A=, B

F2AY % AL IF 58 %4 o2 IR
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4) AEYY

o&7](circadian rhythm)& 83t dAF 4|
ZH(14:00~17:00) AA|ghden] zZtz 4njelE |
NZEZ o 2T g u5-& 43551

H12: 7}2 40cm, M2 25cm, ¢ I5L &9
F4¢ ot=2d Aol 1.8% enfluranedt 65% N.O
% 10~15L/min& 5%7 Foste] vlAE =g
% 1.0% enfluranes} 65% N,0% 8~10L/minZ
@5o] 3087 FAANL F ATl gt s 4
stgith. 50%c°lAtol A kA Hk-g-(purposeful move-
ment)°] e enfluraned ¥%& 0.1%% &%
3308 Fo) e whgo AASGT HEH3] 50%
ol o4 wgS& B AY 2eEE MACoE 38
dem 50%olstellAl A uhgol sl Afde
MAC 58 2338 Ao 2 71Fslo ulE A9
.o} FFdte] AAT} A

A2 4 %5+ Servo gas monitor 1202
2 2%3%gd o enfluraned s FW =+ White
"7 Mazze5' Vo A% EF-AZW T3 7.5%
2 mAsle] A}

(2) "22: A 1L 5YTF A=l 65% N.OF
10~15L/min2 2087 %% ¥ fentanyl 15,
20, 25, 30, 35, 40, 45 ug/kgs =& FAl 15&
A2 A7 5t Hohde wyjog Ao g
3¢ 434t

(3) "3 A 1ZFH T4 A=A 65% N.O<
2zt 0.8% (A 1ol A 245l enflurane2] 0.7TMAC
o s=3), 0.9%(0.8MAC), 1.0%(0.9MAC)9] en-
flurane& 2087t 5<§ % nalbuphine 20 mg/
kgE 3t F41skx. .20, 40, 60, 90, 1208 ¢}
2 Wyo g ASd dg uhs-& &4

5) 65% N.O-IMAC(EDu)olixel SH@ Ja
£y '

MAC(EDx) 54°] 25 8 25 Fof 7 FelA
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2 vhHAFIE Al 1 308, A 2 ell, A
3 0% diE F9eA %"li‘é% ZIHSP"% 4
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6) &4l x|

MACAY EA Hele SAS %A package®
probit model$ o]&43tef Hejsiiam 7o) 59
8 7ls B4 vl ANOVA testZ o) &sbod
p<0.05dd EAA® §e)sic}m stgul.

4 82 4
1) MAC(ED:y)

Wxef A 65% N,OAMEA] enflurane?] MACS

Table 1. EDy Values of Fentanyl under 65% N,O in

Rats

Time EDslug/kg)
15 min 26.8(20.6, 34.6)
30 min 36.2(30.1, 40.9)
45 min 30.7(34.4, 40.9)
60 min 47(-~,—-)

79 A2% 1994~

1.16£0.05% %27 65% N.O A4+ fentanyl2l
EDs= §o F 15% 26.8 ug/kg=2 HAAE I}
Wi Algte] Al ahe} A Frisle] 308 36.2
pg/kg, 4548 39.7 ug/kg, 60% 44.7 pg/kgs 1}
el dich(Table 1). 65%N.0-20 mg nalbuphine/kg
A}4-2] enflurane® MACS 60%] 1.08%, 90
o 0.99% ¢lox 208, 408 U 1203 oA wke
£ 3o MACE 543 5 99vH(Table 2).

2) 65% N,O-IMAC(ED)oIMel S8 7ta
24

A 17 4E pH % PCOE 719 wsst 94l
ov} A 277 A 3FdAME 99 PCOE77E 4l
sevt AR foskAle wgks pHE A 27
o ot T vzt f443A FHastgdch(Table
3).

3) £87/A H 2YHo| olxls Y

A 1Fed e 52F AA7 st Yelbge fen-
tanyl& $o% A 2F oM+ fentanyld) £33 F7)
of wel(53] 40 ug/kgoldelAM) F4 2 % 25
o A7) FrlshRA A3 43 e] dojgtorn] &
7yae] ot WA ME 5E AAE Bk A 3
Fo Mz Aztel Agell wel vk 3F A 4
o] #A= it

Table 2. MAC values of Enflurane under 65% N:O in Rats

Enflurane only

With 20mg/kg Nalbuphine

60 min 90 min
MAC (Enflurane %) 1.16+£/-0.05 1.08(—,—) 0.99(~,—)
Table 3. Arterial Blood Gas Analysis under 65% NO-1 MAC(EDy)
pH PCO; PO,
Enflurnae goup 7.37+/-0.01 44.2+/-2.9 115.0+/-27.0
Fentanyl group 7.27+/—0.05* 51.3+/-12.6 123.0+/—-170
Nalbuphine-Enflurane goup 7.34+/—0.04 482+/— 7.1 1140+/~ 7.0

* P<0.05: compared with enflurane and nalbuphine-enflurane group.
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9 F, B35, AL 2 el ol oekd €% 2
234 »2g Jehly] gEe 44 =1y $528
e § glon 45 FUxle 2 b4 Favt
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(variability}s 433 2242 $& AAT o2l
e A& #u] F4L g3 Ha o] AA7}
FZs1A e Efe) 4FE vA § gled HS
F2F AL HE FEES e e A g
=24 FARES WEsa stk Aelv. oA
£ dFolME A4 Fehde] @ e R A &g
B F4 oA A A8 FAEE ALEs ol o
B FEe Feed E AFE A A Apole U4
2l gL o}F7] die] UA AZHES wiEA ¢
A" 3HRE JehlE 5 7] el

TF A& FE el glolx White5"e 94
aele] 3 1/3x -4 clampd ¥ Eger$¥e
A4 10-inch hemostat2 x2]e] 7)2Hefa] 2~
4inch¥+= AAolA rachetel £ w7A clamp
stdon b4 FEE 20%99E sbske Wy
AHEE 5 HE Aol MACHE &Astgc).
Quasha§9¢ full-length hemostat® xz]e] 7]
AR 7l7teloal %3 rachete]l Edu7bx]
clamp3lgx v}A] ¥EE 20%IHE WHIAF|=
A Bde 10% H32 H34715 Aol MACEA
deid & o stk st 55 ASE F=
WU dAg whe R 3 Zlo] $88d Mazze
TUE vl Ageldq g wtF Rl mele]
714 %o clampdt 75 50%°] 4ol 3908 wal
WHE(F, $E<MAC), mee] 27 294 e 7
e & A%l 50%lslA #AUe BenhF,
¥E>MAC)z 3ges MAC dose-response
curvedl R 1 AALEs} o) Z7] wRol 2§
ubge] Aozt A¥Ao2 F4Y MACH] slolA
AAE 1~2%44 @A 10~15%7A =}ol7t ¢
g vtz g zElE2 B AgHAdEe I
clamp¥ dinic} WA meje) 3 R AR
F dAaA 05 cmae R AE &4 clampdltgl

=}

N.Ot o9& F w349 MAC 74 &3} o
i} WA HA vlH 2 7Y nHe BxAR o
2] »olx glen 65% N.O Al&Alde Hx o
0.65MAC7A =& %% Jeld 4 gew® B
A A e MazzeE Vol 28] WAl (Sprague-Daw-
ley)l4] &A% enflurane®] MAC 2.21+0.08%
o w®lsh < 0.5MACe #4 &9E 22 fen-
tanylell @i EDs & Shingus?ell 23 5335 15
Folx 52+7 pg/kge} vlsl & 05MACS Za &
FZ n4h

A3 fud shEe F4F oS3 MAC
fraction)] $A7} Folx IMACE Fojok 7153t
o el vl agE FA% A5A AAAA 8
& Aoz wiek A4 FoME fentanyle] AT
{myocardial performance)ol 43t <igko] ol &
3] wol AREE 5L gtk

Tzt olfd wiek AAE ZAAEE FIMAFIR
AL HEs? ol2Ft TR ulE TAHE

o} wol &2l gt} 9. CorrsenT'¥ 8.8 ug
fentanyl/kgs Fo & A9 80% A ol=AHx
LA St RaEgx Grell57S fen-

tanyl(0.5~0.8 mg)& A= FAlsto] FAFE 60~90
Zol dAsA Foe] ZhAle] Velytrla sten of
23 vlep AAe vh WA P 0~100%2
chodatAl Vel )57 ® ol A chekstA veht
£ olfre e PeAAE gsor} olvtr Fojg
oh} Fodm, N,O2] ¥4, ZolgA4 % & =
A2l Apgeditel wpel el A At ARteME
Tqlolv} NOWE T4 o £3] Jepdole Bar}
PomRi® cEAE opd HEAAE vehdohs
Barh glevh B dFdAe oled A A
£ vjehta] ggton ojedqt 73] miekAlAl e Al
AT B4 dFAA] ol HAd AW A
(subcortical seizure activity)e] w3 dx= g4
2] edc}.

=3 fentanyld WA (200~400 pg/kg), oo}
(20~80 pg/ke), 7M(1250 ug/kgold)ol4l EEGAHH
BAE (seizure activity)d vebd 4 ckz &
FA 2 AR 2 AAA % (myoclonic-tonic
movement)e]l el AHubdel AHG Y%
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(seizure-like activity)= $2 =3 glo P ia}
o4 150 ug fentany/kgel 9)ste] Ade] deohddl
+ EEG 29 FAx glop-»,

%2 %9 morphine == fentanyld 7#% v}
A} Folgid g3ty wistthemodynamic change)
7b AL velhA] e A%elA £3] £F dA7E A
1A el At ® Romagnolis ™€ nalbuphine
< 2% Fog A4 A% L 5F A4 deiA
morphine?} %% (equipotent)dt# Jehl mor-
phine®} ¥}|2 nalbuphined £3%& ZUMAAE
EF A ASHeR FUksAle d4sted Adwn
Az dAAUA F4sacte stgch

o}#§ nalbuphine®] &4 w342l MACS 3+
27 AR 2 5F A4 ceiling effectdl
e A e Baoh glomie-a.a B ool ou)
Ag el 4% nalbuphine®] 48 Z7lol W& o3 &
e nlEEke el okgka 100 me/kgeld Fof
Az FAg 325 JAE Heola) wgit)

obmok AA 2] 22 ¢ A Lol 9 FFL F
2 kappa o}HF FEA 2A43le A% 2 AA
245 vehdie 2 ZFow mu F4Ad HHAE
89 (affinity )2 9oyt F¥(efficacy)e o
morphine® ZAAA dFAE 243l morphine
o ATE AgAyIne® Aatd s fds 2wl
2}sbw nalbuphineel #7%}(dysphoric effect)
7o) vieblA] kvl AbAle] k2 &4 8l A4
st 2o sigmatEAdE vigsA 2442 e
a7t kA A45A] g AR gEA ¢,
£ @A7ellA #Ae42] nalbuphined) i w3
}% & nalbuphine %o ¥ 90} enflurane?
=% 0.I5SMAC 3aA1zho9 ol Aol nal-
buphine2] MAC #4 &%) 0.3MAC olstel:
78t WX DiFazio5 % wWajd4 0.22MAC

Fl

o

off

9ol 7+axE Busdix Murphy 5402 7)o 4
0.08MACS #4 338 23g u Qo) 8|2 Al
F wAelMel Wiy gl Adigte gazw

nalbuphine?] 33 v}# 7% (max. contribution,
MAC fraction): Aot} #xjel 4] u|&=g 7 7
oo webd vl EHo Z ul$ g kg Algsts
o slelx FAHE g 2 A

oo olEEN AY AT B ¥ AYdAA &

A% 65% N.O dtell4e] MACED)A = #HAE A}
48 F AYA £ 2 A9 o FA e dAFH
2EE v2Y Y 43 AR AHEE F gled
2ty Al Ew 3890 fentanyl AHEA] el
WU LAAC disixe gz o AAE MNAY o
F7} "esel} B24=2 nalbuphined v 2%
oA gevt £F oAl digh 9ol Ao ¥
vk Ao BazA 9 & ik AAe $oiA] e}
e BF 4AE HEAved 9 Aed 5 ol
2o g Az

- =

WA MR 5 AR FY whAAYG A e
FHA zbel dAg w3 £¥E wnEr] fste] WA
{(Sprague-Dawley) 76w}e]& A48l enflurane
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flurane¥(n=36)22 J+3x 65%N.,0—35%0.3}
A4 melE clampsts WHoeZ MACED:)S 5
Hele] v 2 Ang d9ch

1) 65% N, OAH4-4} enflurane®] MAC? 1.16+
0.05% 929 fentanyl® EDwv 59 F 1589
26.8 ug/kg® HAXAE e A7ke] Al el
A3l Zrlste] 3040l 36.2 ug/keg, 454 39.7 ug/
kg, 60l 44.7 pg/kgE vrebdch 65% N.O ¥
20 mg/kgel nalbuphinerl-8412]  enflurane2}
MACE 60 1.08% %7, 90%0& 0.99% 4},

2) 65% N.O-IMAC(EDs )49 498 71~ »
4 A3} fentanyl®s# nalbuphine-enfluraned <
M 9fzke] PCO; $717) et A58 9
A& ¢k pHE fentanyldelxl & Fol ¥
ake] f-ofstA Zhashaich

3) BFUA 9 43 vXE 9% R enflu-
rane? % nalbuphine-enfluranei o4& w]eks}
A 3% dA47 el fentanylFEdl A& fentan-
ylo] 4=F F7tel upel £733]e] deojykon] F7hA]e]
dold WAl AE 3F A ).
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