@ o o o/ ¥ L
AnIFmssuainhuanlssamIuAN AnUas
ity zamiliuuuasaaunts luau lny

(s1mamitiai)

dszln wanus®
nITus HAUTNIM

The result of the preliminary study of the sensory conduction

of median and ulnar nerves in 100 consecutive Thai people with

age range of 20—-40 years in Chulalongkorn Hospital is reported.

The mean + standard deviation of distal latency of median nerve

in this groups of 'normal  population was 2.06 + 0.21 msec.,

that of the ulnar nerve was 1.89 * 0.24 msec, while the mean £

standard deviation of sensory conduction velocity of median nerve
was 64.62 +-4.58 M/sec. and that of ulnar nerve was-67.09 +

4.51 M/sec.
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