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Effects of inter stimulus interval on pain evoked potential in rabbits LU Hui-ping, WU Zong-yao . Depart ment of Physical Medicine
and Rehabilitation , South west HOSpital ,the 3ed Military Medical University, Chongqing 400038 , China

[ Abstract] Objective To study the effects of painful interstimulus interval on event related potentials in rabbits for best interstimu-
lus interval . Methods Electrode was attached to F4 site on rabbits’ skull. An Oddball paradigm stimulus were adopted. The waveforms
recorded under different interstimulus interval were analysed.Results The latency of pain evoked potentials P2 ,N2 ,P3a under different in-
ter-stimulus interval showed no significant difference . The amplitude was highest when the interval was 8s.Conclusions There is a best in-
ter-stimulus interval for pain evoked potential .
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(P>0.5); 8 .
1 —3.
1 P2
(s) (uv) ( ms)
2 28.2%10.0° 197.0 £22.2
4 37.3%£13.3° 192.8 £22.7
8 63.3125.9 186.7 £21.5
12 40.3 £14.3° 180.7 £12.6
16 36.2%14.3° 192.5%15.5
8 ,a:P<0.05;b:P<0.01.
2 N2
(s) (uv) ( ms)
2 28 .4 %15.0° 242.0 £26.1
4 38.6 £17.3° 255.7%29.6
8 62.313.9 254.7 £18.3
12 40.3 6.6 247.3£16.0
16 34.7 £13.7° 257.8 £22.8
8 ,a:P<0.01 .
3 P3
(s) (uv) ( ms)
2 26.8 £9. 44 326.0 £24.2
4 44.8 £10.7° 339.8 £26.0
8 56.219.8° 338.3 120.7
12 31.2%3.7°¢ 333.5£26.2
16 32.0 £4. 2" 338.8 £29.9
8 ,a: P<0.05,b:P<0.01; 4

,:P<0.05,d: P<0.01.
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