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[ Abstract)

taneous nerve.

Objective  To determine normal reference values for conduction in the posterior antebrachial cu-
Methods

ous nerve were conducted with fifty-eight healthy subjects. The onset latency, peak latency, peak-to-peak amplitude

Antidromic sensory conduction examinations of the bilateral posterior antebrachial cutane-

and conduction velocity of the sensory nerve action potentials (SNAPs) were recorded and the inter-side ratios of the
Results
time, the peak latency, the amplitude and the conduction velocity were 1.96 (0.12) ms, 2.48 (0.14) ms, 7.39
(2.36) WV and 61.39 (3.69) m/s, respectively. The side-to-side amplitude ratio ( smaller/larger) was 0. 88 +

0.09, and no significant difference was observed between the left and right side. The average peak latency and ampli-

peak-to-peak amplitudes were calculated. The observed means (and standard deviations) of the onset

tude were significantly different for different age groups. There was no statistically significant difference among the age
groups with regard to onset latency or conduction velocity. Conclusion Conduction in the posterior antebrachial cu-
taneous nerve is easy to study. The peak latency is prolonged and the amplitude decreases with age, suggesting that
different normal reference values should be established for different age groups.
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