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THHPJLORERH, BERBIUICH B2 % <
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(ID)¥, 7AE) YPERIHEBEEN L o7z
(Ib)o

TAEY Ya&IF L& $ 5 NSAIDs O £ H#
HEORWER & L TIIHILEHERS L (s nhT
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Eb, EHoOBBRHEIE V., TAVITFI VL
K3 5L, NSAIDs i3—E LTz Ts 3 v #HF
XD EMERFEBIR IV, HIESE 2B LT
NSAIDs (2R354 2 BIGREE T L v,

HIHZE antiemetics

X h70O7 73K (metoclopramide) : 7 J &
Rxt Bz 8RB sH ¥H . 2
WO THREARENTWD (Ih)o MTER
B iz 77 v R EARET R, -7 (Ib),
F7o, BRI ZFRERLXGY T T TR E
HEEI o7 (Ta)o ik L A3 IR
B Tl 5RRIRIC X A2k % L R OUGE
JIRERTH o728 BLEARICES S
tHEIN TV 5,

K>~ K> (domperidon) : F B8 i Bk 3 12

RIBRATANTA =

SRR AR T A HH DK Voll8 No.2

KR F230mgDMNIRIZT 7 2RI ) RIS

FERBELZHHL (DY, FrxX1) Fr20

mg & 40mg D LLEE T3 H & RIG BIR AT S 7z
(I1a)*,

HIItFE vs NSAIDs : X b 7 075 I F10mgifit
A 77a 7z r600ngfEl 15 £ )3T
w5 (Ib)¥,

X bo0O7Z 3K (metoclopramide) vs 7 OJL
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G L L TORRENIIRKETD 5,

IETADERH:

BV LIERE MY 2 Y ¥ v (lomerizine
hydrochloride) (XA TRl S . BAFEIE B
D72DIZT T R EHREERATTbI T
B, 77 R L CHREICER ISR E
EREEABRM L (IDY, 7VF) T3
T R & 7R BT C R B R R R A
RENTWBH(Ih) B AT T
B BroTWwWh, XF 733 )V (verapamil) & 2
SHE (Ta) ™, YNVFT7EL (diltiazem)
F1RER (Da)"™ THEHEIREN TS, =
7 = V¥ ¥ (nifedipine) & R JEIiF T B s A
NPT WERATH S (Ih)™" ™, =4
VT ¥ Y (nicardipine) & 1 R ERTHMMEAVR
ENTws ()",

BIEWTEE . Y175 ) o — ) (propranolol) 1
46 L oREEMTHONTEB Y. 120 240mg/ H
D7aT T 70— VREIERGC X ) R
BEGAEBICEA L. EROBRENEL 2o

(Ib)" 2, X v 7aua—) (metoprolol) |2
B L CiX1I5oRB2fTbITBY) 3RABRTT 7
RICHBELTCHERE RSN TEY (I
PV N = i = B MURE 8 2 o) I
YW LIRIEFAFEORREH Y (Ib). TEF N
H)FABEVERTVEZE (Ta)ATRE
nNTwid, oM+ E g — )(timolol) (I
a) BB 7 5 ) 1 — )b (atenolol) (1T a) #
Ko — v (nadolol) (Ib) 1" ™4 %)% A
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