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He# , B 2B C ZH ARG IR A 80 MK I 22 AR 28 B I FEAR (P < 0.05) 3 C LB 1L O 3had G2 R AR R B T A BAL(P <
0.05) . 3HHA LSRR T2 7. EEI8 AEHIE T Bk ISR I RREE T, 0.050 g/ (kg min) F10.075 g/ (kg - min) 25 HUH i
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A B.CH, B30 HERRARIE M I |
B DIREAS 4 AR URYE & L% AR EH5 2 (body mass
index, BMI)=40 kg/m’ AT A7 7 bk X 5T s SRR i 2
SE AR RO AT Tao AT B PR P ZE
ot BT R I R
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PRI G L HL A, TN R R i
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A4 (n=30) 29+8 22/8 29+3 126 + 13 90 = 15 19+5 1652 + 148

B#(n=30) 28+8 24/6 29+5 123 £ 10 89+ 17 18+5 1540 + 135
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5 A4, B AL C A e B 0 K i 4 RIME  WIE O BONR
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EaEpill J5H7 1L PaO,(mmHg ) Jift s 1M PaCO.(mmHg) Jife s i pH 1 min Apgar(min) 5 min Apgar(min)
A (n=30) 322+6.6 442 £ 3.1 72+0.2 9.5+2.0 9.8+1.8
B4 (n=30) 32.1+£6.2 44.1£3.1 72+03 94+20 9.7+1.9
C#4(n=30) 325+6.1 452+28 73+0.4 9.5x2.1 9.7+19
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