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XL ®IZ

BEWATA F TR T 1y 7k, VUSRS o FA4l7-C A iR T B o fff
- EERE L L TR S R T WA KB CcH 3 (1-5), BEHEH A
FTMRE7 ey 7 38 RAHE Clc—ERRZZE L, ML 90%Hi# T
HDHIEBHONT V720 (6—9). ERIEMZMZ 2 FICHEET T v 7 D)
REMRET 2LELD L, PRk 7 vy 7O RHELZ L L, ik, vv 7
Yy 2R a— NPT A MR EQRRERBIEPIHCONTE LR, ZhoD)j
FREBECZ LA, EMRE T OBRE CRIETREETH 2 L v Rii%
AL, 70y 2 0MBHEE LTHoTidawy (10,11), dTE, Wua H2° laser
speckle contrast imaging % Fi > 7z B RS IR 0 - o3 184% 7' 0 v 7 D B o KBl
L LTHATH 3 L #iE (12) LTw32, ZOTRIIHADORKREE
MBELT L7720 RL TR, 20720, TNOLOMBESZREL L EE
Wy, ERP, ofELMRE T vy 7 OBEHEEOREIE TN TV B,

B AR L FAREEGRE . I EEMRRE &\ o 7o SRERRE MR o L B PR
D HFEFEE & v o el 4 ORI EOZIE L LT HvwohTw
% (13-24), MREEICIEEE CIX, BE—F2 AT — P72V, SIEL
HX T D cross-sectional area (CSA) DN, IEH O #F RGO HK, MhfEo

AlEIME DR T, MR 7 & DL 234 U 2 F2HE(13-15,20) T3,



& IR TIE, MRS DM % 5T 3 2 JER B 2 FiE L L ColEKRT
FANS T 7 A DFRAMPREI N TVE, ChIT BERIZ IR T 74
D—FETDH % & AWl & V> 7= shear wave elastography (SWE) T X 2 B HFZ2
T, FAREREMERE B R PEIE B #RRE R E 1 35 1 2 e o AHAR R 23 B A 5 2
e, IO DEE DD LN EAGHEIC kT 5 SWE OF MM WS

(16,17,19,21,22,24) T3, X i, iR HRDOFHI D A& 7 & 3, PhFEEEE
B ZREMHEMOFMICE T S5 SWE, BE—F, 77— F77EbB X 0GR
E PR E D~V TF 8T X — 2 Rz B oa At b ®E (25,26)
INTWw3,

e 7wy 7 3 X ORFTRRERIC X 0 FFR KT . BRI o iR o 840, 5K
JEIRD 5L o o fl 4 DB E L B T L ERE (27-30) I Tw
%, MA T, PR IR IMR oK T 25 &R T v omd (31,32)
B %, MEPIREIME T 0 v 7 ROMRELHRICE L 2142 0ZA(L (B -
Ui - MRS 02 b7 &) OFHEIAIRETH B, F 7o, EBEBMRAEIC X 5 FFHM i
k7w v 7% OIFMREE), FHEHRAEEL L OEH T 2RSS
5, LHALarsb, ZhE CRBROBENIfTDOI TV,

R ClE, iR 7wy 2R HELE L LTCOBERRED N7 XA —2DH
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w2 IR 720 MRALIZREAGZ & Uy W PRI ME L 72 RBE L L7, E72, BHWK
BECOBEIMIHEL 72, £ ZF N TH T ORI RATRRIESE < X
ZEE 7wy 7 AT L. b 5 R I %M IZFRkO FE CEMEEKEZTEA
L. Tzt 7ay 7 s Ra v e —fife L,

HAE R 7 a7 1R OREICHE > TfTo 72 (33,34), ISMHz V) =7 7
o —7 (PLT-1005BT,¥ ¥/ Y AF 4 AT AT LR, HiK) CKEET X v 5Efl
CALAS BT I HE 1B 7 0T [ CBIEE L RIS I AL AR 2 iR L 7o, T O
T3, BEER IR - KR 2 o0a vy R—3 v P TR I, 20
OERMER L (K1), #ufk X 72pfEHEEr (50 mm 22 G; Stimuplex Ultra 360,
=779 vr—22 7y 7R, ") &, YT AEZA LD USHA T
T, 70— 7R LKA RNCH#ED 72, $ o feim b mmfdicniEz 3% &0 m
PEHIBCEE (Stimuplex HNS 12, ©— 797 v —227 5 v 7HRRAEH) itk 3
PREERI % FdG & U7z, FRERRIEIE 3Hz, 0.1—1.0ms (SENSemode) i X b Bi4f
L. BN OFN OGS A b IS £ TlEL EiF7z, 0.50mA ORIFET 3 [ L
b I 2315 5 4L 2 BEOALIE % BEATE L HWT L 72, 7 u v ZBETIE 2% A BN
NAY (TAXY e NS, T, HA) 2ml %2, 2 e — ATl
[ & o A B K & B IR R C IR DR A ) R HERR L 708 & A R JE B 1

FEALZ (1), wETHHFEFEHD 50% 03 FH eI ng X Hic, LEIC



JG CRIEDfLEZ L L 72,
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1. BEWATA FFRERT 0y 7, K 70y 78k, BB RTRE
AL AR, BB E R (BRRRED) LR (KED) 2o0=v
H—pr b e LTS T 5, FEB : BFTREESEE A%, FEA LT R
FRIE MR oo —di & U C RSl Ja PRI A B i 2 e v BT & 5 IcHiH S h
T\,

FRERI BB
T AR D B R ORGSR 3. BGEAZ T o 8L e A —D L

RV TITo Tz BEEA A F N ICHEHEE (50 mm 22 G; Stimuplex Ultra 360,



=779 vI—27 7y 7HRASH) ZERMRGLGE ICED . RIS E
(Stimuplex HNS 12, ¥ — 757 v x—227 7 v 7R SH) i< X 2 Ml %
FAsh L7z, 8%Elx SENSe £— F T 3Hz, 0.1 225 1.0mA TORIFELE L7z, 3R
FEARTTIZ. 0.2 225 0.4mA CTHANGRED I L. 22 h Ok TR OfrE & i
ECRR D R 3 oD 1S % Bodk L 7o FEWEARIC X, B S PR <R UEBALICHR
EBMAL T L 2R L, 7 vy 7§ & [H U FE iRz 17 - 7,
PHRERIEGEAER X, R X COREREHIHE T L RIS T 2 S 7w

[F] — DI 23T > 7z

BEREICBIT 38/ 5 X — X DFH

& C DB PR B T L R O AE R 2 AL S 7o WA — DR 23T - 72,
HEEEEE 12 Aplio 300 (FY / VAT 4 ANV AT LA, Hik) BXUW) =7
7w —7 (PLT-1005BT) ZfEH L. £3 B E— FIc X 28, FHillZfTw, X
ICH T — N7 7RI X By 7 F A, % L T Shear wave elastography (SWE)
F 72 SRR ST 2 1T - 720 SO BHF R YT A — 2 O FHINZ IR D 2
BET 2 72D ICHWGEAGE L D 5 emiEAL TIfT . TIROIEE 2R 7 1 v 7
(047) BXU 7wy 273051tk 60 7. 90 3HTHIE L 72, T X TOMEIL

FRFERI PR D RE 8 2 T B 7z 00T, FEGEER AT 12 AT - 72



1) FHRENTIERREE

BE— FOBEICIZ) =7 7r—7 (18MHz) %R L7z, MBI RE (cross
sectional area: CSA) ZEHAR TF v V&2 v BIE% b L — 2 L CHlE
L7z &M< 3 BHIE L, FEE RO L 72, 72, CSA DEREDHE
TN Z AR e 721C X 5 CSA Dk B X OREFENAZZZEE L. Z 2,

A (04)) & HeBE L 7205 (300 60, 90 77) DIHNZE{LERAZEHHL 72,

2) RN MFRAENT

AR B AR AE D AR N ML ET A . (KR FE D I 7 v — 25B Y W BE 72 Superb
microvascularimage (SMI) % Fi\»CHIE L 72, SMI D EFElIE CSA HIE & [Fl—o
AL TIT o 72 SMI DEEIL / A ABREIRICZR 5 X 5 ICRELL 72 SMI ©
XT X — 1%, SMI frequency, 7.2 MHz; 7 ©@ — A% — )L 1.5 cm per second; 7 L
— L L — b, 58 frame per second; X4 F I v 7L v, 65dB, hT7—7 4V 40
dB, pulse repetition frequency, 21.9 kHz, SMI 7 4 VX — 2 DFKE & L7z, FHlIE
ICBWT L A4 A5 — )L & monochromatic SMI E— F® 2 HIR/RICE LT 5
FOFEKEITo 72, ZNZNOHNE THEMICHRD BTy 7 Fr3Foh
7R % it IR U 720 fRENIMIR > 27 F L DT I, Image] Y 7 b v =T

(Ver. 1.52, National institutes of health, Maryland, USA) % F\» CEEEMNICIT -



7zo DICOM 7 7 A NMICZEH L 72 B E KR % Tmage J CTRERI L. FE)THFE L
BT i - CRELfEIK (region of interest: ROI) % #%7E L 7z, V> T ROI N D IR
> 7 FIEREH L. nerve blood flow (NBF) (arbitrary unit) & L CTFRit L 7=,
AT I F—R LT 3 [TV X OFEEEMGRICH 72, 72, CSA LAk

i<, FEHME D FHANC N Z Rl — I © o B fE D © DN ZRLER 2T L 7,

3) PSR AR P F A

SWE D#l5E 12 Y =7 7 v — 7(7.2-14.0MHz) % F\» THT o 72, AL B 1S D SWE
EoFHANCn 2, EEHEDO 7 u v 71 X ) BEHAMEET 2 2 LB bNnT
W3 7% (35). KEETHEM (BUE) ICoWTHHIEL 72, AREMR I EE ST
CSA ¥ X UF NBF HII5E DI & Rk DAL CREIGE U 720 PUA T O HIE fHIE 2 AL
R OKRBRIEf A& EN S & 5 ICiEZ, SWE OHIEZIT o 7o, AAEMRE I
HARE & WEE e 2 DB T T 2 25, ROL 1Z DK & WIEERIFED B 1
BWi, SWE A 7 =<y ¥y /L, 3-5LE LR CEE 2 FIEL 72, 5
[\l FH s 72 B85 Tl speed mode (shear wave velocity, &I HEHIFH : 0.5-6.5 m/s) .
elasticity mode (¥ v 7 {%%(. FHAIPREHIFH : 0-120 kPa). propagation mode (SWE
DEER L E S E R R)D 3 D20 F — F CTOEGERRAAETH Y, KRR T

IZ shear wave velocity (SWV) DHIE%2{To72 (K2), £72. 7 — X DfFHEME%



propagation mode CHEFE L 7z, [FE— FTlx., 7 — X OfEHEME? & WERIC I3 E])E
IFFH] S5 AR 23 AT 2 D TEARIR IC TR & . BLERFE S SR O Rl A A TR
—HETERTEAIRT — 2 DEEEIEV L I N5, SEOBETIE, FER
[EISERAR 23T 2> DEARIRIC RN S N B AL CORHAZ 1T - 7z, HIZED ROI 1%
AAE ISR 2 mmic, KBESEM I3 4 mm& L 72, HIE X E—ERA2 T 3 [T
WV 2 OIEE R FERICH 72 F 7 AR E R 3 X OOKIR T BETH o SERIE I 0 X
Zno ot /M) bEHE L7, $72. CSA % NBF & [FIfkic, FEHIfE

Z A — N C D HEHEfE A & DAL % 5l L 72,

2. Shear wave elastography (2 & % A X OAAFAREF L OKER —BEFG O E
B m . /£ : speed mode (2 K % shear wave velocity (m/s) ¥ v 7, A :

propagation mode ~ v 7, £l propagation mode TIF VAT BIZERFH] S &
MNFREN TN D, RATREN TV DHIED ROLOFIL, A FHHE (T1)
1 2mm, RERZEAF (T2) 1L4mé L7,
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WaHRHT

BTCOT — 2 3P EEHERZE TR L7z, FaH#dTIE EZR (36) %W ST
2 7c. BREDREN DN 1Z—TCECE 538X T % V>, post hoc test 1T (% Tukey-
Kramer test 27z, SGRINICEHE T 270y 7 avy o —A o xT R
— X % WS 2 BRIC I Student’tt 7 A P 27z, MR T 0 v ZHIR CHERZ
fERfFonzMEHB 23R 7ay 7B a v e — A RIICEEEZSR
b
7-HI7ETEH ICBS L T, Receiver operating characteristic curve (ROC HE#R) D fEMT

#1T> 72, Youdenindex Z W CHIHHOE#E A v M A 7EXEH L, 2%

4
P

NoOAy v AT7HEICEB T 27T vy 7 ORKE, FFERE, BGEEFE,
PEh R E2EH L 72, FEERXT A — 2D ROC BifIC 31 2 gifg T ik
(Area under the curve : AUC) DL EZIE EZR ZH\WTIiTo 72, WENDOHKEHF

PIRRET D p<0.05s #HEED Y L L7,

EEs

FEHEATA P THETay 7
B R IE 2B CRIERRETH o 72, BHEIKHTA F T 7T v v 7 ophHE

X 100% T, BEUHEIZE L R o7, &7 0 v 7 %47 o 7257 & [[fl—E LT D
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PRERIEEER IC BT, 2flo 7 vy ZHlTT7 v vy 712 30 225 90 7
¥ CHBRIEB OEEREH O, MFET vy 213K L7z T L 72, —T50 &

R E, 21, FREREUC X 2 B ARED) IR L 72,

CSA ¥ X U NBF

Table 1 IC CSA {H. table2 IC NBF fHOMEFERZ R L7z, WTNDIEED 71
v ZHiBOMEICHEREARENIE AL, A T7ey 28 ay b o — L HE O
THEEE T r o7z, £z, 70y ZHiEZCTOMNEEICEAL T, 7ry

JRELARIEL DICHEE I D o7,

SWE i X 3 f#&tr

SWV DHIE#EE % Table3 IO/ T, 7 0 v 7 FEORFHEED SWV(SWV nerve)
fllld, M FEN R BEZE TR 207205, T 1 v 71230 792 L EEINS 2 [
B Y ., oML 0 0 FE CHEFF I, 2 v b r—ABETIE SWVnerve {1
HH O A7 Z8fbid e dr o T — 7 ERERINC BT 2070y 7L av b r—
AL DR TIE, vy 78D SWVnerve fliiZ, 7m vy 7% 905 Tav br
— VHED SWVnerve i & 0 b HEICEEZ 7R L 72(p =0.0339) KR _FHAH © SWV

(SWV muscle) fllZ. 7wy 7L av b o — A BOMBECHER 7 1 v 7 /i
B CTOHL DAL Tn D o 72 AR &L IR D SWV L (SWV nerve/muscle ratio)
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X, T ey 2BICBEWT, Ty 230 90%B e b aEICENL. 0% 90 4
¥ CEEEHERF L 72(p =0.0089), =¥ b u—ABETIE, MR T v v ZHIEETHHS
DB I o T2y KW RAVITCDO T a v 7 EBEED SWV nerve/muscle ratio

X, FWEAL 3057, 60 7. BLU 0 TR T ey R EREICEEE R
L7z (p fHiZZ=n 24, 00189, 0.0037. 0.0006), SWV nerve fED 7' 1 v 7 Hitk D
MRZLEIZ, 7ay Z7HiE T2 OKORERIICEWTa vy b —A X
DYHEICEMEEZRLZ (p<001), 7Ry Z7#HEBLUPa vy Fuo—AfEL Ik
NTOINS DIEICH B LRZIZ R >72 SWVmuscle fEiZz 7 vy 7L av
b e — RIS IE 7 2> o 72, SWV nerve/muscle DN Z{LFK I, 7 v v ZHi&
HRTZoHOKRIIcEWwTay br— A XV b ERICEEEZRLE (p<

001), 7Ry /Lt avite—AlfebicHANTOINLDEICHERE

EiE 72> 72,

BN T XA —R BT 2MET 0y 7 BINEHE O ZWTRERH

FRCDFER D 5. SWVnerve fE. SWV nerve/muscle ratio. SWV nerve fili O H X}
ZALHE, I X U SWV nerve/muscle ratio DN ZALE 13 1wiE 7 0 v 7 O lIHIE
DIFEETH 2 A[ReE "B I Nz TNHDANT A =R X ZMEET 0y 7 %)

HLHIE OZWRE %2 Ml 3~ 5 72912, ROC AR T 21T o 72, Table4 i, K37
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A —2Z D ROC Hi# NfE (area under the curve: AUC) & Ei#i /1 v A 7,
T2y M A ZEICE T BB, FFRE. B X G MERICHHEE - B2 GHY
HEE A 7R L 72, SWV nerve i D AUC 1% 0.779 & EEEE OB WiERE% R L 72 (37),
SWYV nerve/muscle ratio. SWV nerve fl D HITZ{L3 | SWV nerve/muscle ratio D fH
WAALFE D AUC 132 N Z 4 0.947, 0.998, F XU 1.000 TH Y. @2 Wiikae
N Uiz, ZMAy FAZHEICE T 2R, FFRE, BiEhR, B
IZ Table 4 ISR 3H Y TH % 53, FFIC SWV nerve/muscle ratio DFHNTZ2 (L3 D 258
1y A7 (1.10) TOINSHDfEIZET 100% & EffiZ R L7z, % AUC f#
DI ER 72 LB TlE, SWVnerve fHIZ. SWV nerve/muscle ratio, SWV nerve fi
DN I X O° SWV nerve/muscle ratio DN (LK & ik LA EICKfE %
mL7 (pfElxZ 24, 0.001. 0.008, 0.002), —7F7. SWV nerve/muscle ratio &
SWV nerve fHDHNZLZ, SWV nerve/muscle ratio & SWV nerve/muscle ratio D
X ZALE. SWV nerve fHEDHIZ{LE & SWV nerve/muscle ratio DFHX 22 {4

DRNICITAEEAZ IR D d o7 (pEIZZNZ N, 0.064, 0.051, 0.480),
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Table 1. The change in the cross-sectional area (CSA) and the relative change in the CSA from baseline

Nerve-block group (n=7) Control group (n=7)
0 min 30 min 60 min 90 min 0 min 30 min 60 min 90 min
CSA, mm? 231+056 222+054 198+0.39 2.08z%0.41 216+049 1.98+046 1.93+0.39 2.05+0.41
p-value vs. 0 min n/a 0.9884 0.6301 0.8285 n/a 0.8645 0.7875 0.9692
p-value vs. 30 min n/a n/a 0.8059 0.4739 n/a n/a 0.9976 0.9906
p-value vs. 60 min n/a n/a n/a 0.9466 n/a n/a n/a 0.9655
p-value vs. Control group 0.6177 0.3722 0.8122 0.9862 n/a n/a n/a n/a

Relative change in the CSA from baseline:

Nerve-block group (n=7) Control group (n=7)
30 min 60 min 90 min 30 min 60 min 90 min
CSA 0.97 £ 0.08 0.92 £ 0.06 0.96 £ 0.07 0.92 £+ 0.06 0.92 £ 0.09 0.98 £ 0.10
p-value vs. 30 min n/a 0.3980 0.9808 n/a 0.9951 0.3944
p-value vs. 60 min n/a n/a 0.5256 n/a n/a 0.4697
p-value vs. Control group 0.0095t 0.0009t <0.0001t n/a n/a n/a

Data are mean £ SD. n/a: not applicable.
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Table 2. The change in the nerve blood flow (NBF) and the relative change in the NBF from baseline

Nerve-block group (n=7)

Control group (n=7)

0 min 30 min 60 min 90 min 0 min 30 min 60 min 90 min
NBF, arbitrary unit 15.91+£1.05 15.97+0.96 15.91+0.98 16.01+0.99 15.96+1.14 15.81+0.68 16.03+1.24 15.77+0.60
p-value vs. 0 min n/a 0.9996 1.0000 0.9946 n/a 0.9936 0.9992 0.9870
p-value vs. 30 min n/a n/a 0.9996 0.9989 n/a n/a 0.9796 0.9999
p-value vs. 60 min n/a n/a n/a 0.9944 n/a n/a n/a 0.9671
p-value vs. Control 0.9493 0.7268 0.8477 0.5431 n/a n/a n/a n/a
Relative change of CSA from baseline:
Nerve-block group (n=7) Control group (n=7)
30 min 60 min 90 min 30 min 60 min 90 min
NBF change 1.00 = 0.01 1.00 £ 0.02 1.01 £ 0.01 0.99 £+ 0.04 1.01 £ 0.03 0.99+0.5
p-value vs. 30 min n/a 0.9438 0.8785 n/a 0.8591 0.9976
p-value vs. 60 min n/a n/a 0.7011 n/a n/a 0.8255
p-value vs. Control 0.5912 0.6543 0.3749 n/a n/a n/a

Data are mean * SD. n/a: not applicable.
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Table 3. The change in shear wave velocity (SWV) values and the relative change in the SWV values from baseline

Nerve-block group (n=7)

Control group (n=7)

0 min 30 min 60 min 90 min 0 min 30 min 60 min 90 min
SWV nerve, m/s 1.50+0.16 1.78+0.38 1.83+0.32 1.82+0.18 1.55+0.19 156+0.18 1.54+0.18 1.55+0.20
p-value vs. 0 min n/a 0.3147 0.1860 0.1920 n/a 0.9992 0.9992 0.9999
p-value vs. 30 min n/a n/a 0.9880 0.9899 n/a n/a 0.9936 0.9969
p-value vs. 60 min n/a n/a n/a 0.9999 n/a n/a n/a 0.9999
p-value vs. Control group 0.6378 0.2013 0.0585 0.0339° n/a n/a n/a n/a
SWV muscle, m/s 1.51+012 147+011 152+0.12 1.48+0.17 1.54+010 156+0.09 154+0.10 1.54+0.13
p-value vs. 0 min n/a 0.9283 0.9999 0.9697 n/a 0.9879 0.9988 0.9999
p-value vs. 30 min n/a n/a 0.9075 0.9984 n/a n/a 0.9999 0.9879
p-value vs. 60 min n/a n/a n/a 0.9999 n/a n/a n/a 0.9988
p-value vs. Control group 0.5850 0.1345 0.7799 0.4606 n/a n/a n/a n/a
SWV nerve/muscle ratio 0.99+0.05 1.20+0.18 1.20+0.13 1.24%0.13 0.99+0.08 0.99+0.09 0.99+0.07 1.000.06
p-value vs. 0 min n/a 0.0293" 0.0336" 0.0089t n/a 0.9996 0.9999 0.9980
p-value vs. 30 min n/a n/a 0.9999 0.9549 n/a n/a 0.9999 0.9999
p-value vs. 60 min n/a n/a n/a 0.9383 n/a n/a n/a 0.9990
p-value vs. Control group 0.7994 0.0189" 0.0037t 0.0006t n/a n/a n/a n/a
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Relative change in the SWV values from baseline:

Nerve-block group (n=7)

Control group (n=7)

30 min 60 min 90 min 30 min 60 min 90 min
SWV nerve 1.17£0.14 1.21£0.09 1.21 £ 0.07 1.01+£0.02 0.99 + 0.03 1.00 £ 0.09
p-value vs. 30 min n/a 0.8009 0.7723 n/a 0.6690 0.6380
p-value vs. 60 min n/a n/a 0.9986 n/a n/a 0.6380
p-value vs. Control group 0.0095t 0.0009t < 0.0001t n/a n/a n/a
SWV muscle 0.99+0.10 1.01 £ 0.06 0.98 + 0.09 1.01 £ 0.05 0.99 + 0.02 1.00 £ 0.10
p-value vs. 30 min n/a 0.7875 0.6080 n/a 0.1235 0.4183
p-value vs. 60 min n/a n/a 0.9513 n/a n/a 0.7176
p-value vs. Control group 0.6623 0.9202 0.2046 n/a n/a n/a
SWV nerve/muscle ratio 1.21+£0.13 1.20 £ 0.08 1.25+0.08 1.00 £ 0.04 1.00 £ 0.03 0.99 + 0.06
p-value vs. 30 min n/a 0.6858 0.9929 n/a 0.3805 0.0221
p-value vs. 60 min n/a n/a 0.7535 n/a n/a 0.2753
p-value vs. Control group 0.0030t 0.0001t <0.0001t n/a n/a n/a

Data are mean = SD. n/a: not applicable. *p<0.05, t p<0.01.

18



Table 4. Sensitivity, specificity, and positive and negative predictive values according to cutoff values

Cutoff
Sensitivity, % Specificity, % PPV, % NPV, % AUC
value
SWV nerve 154 90.5 571 55.9 90.9 0.779
(69.6-98.8) (39.4-73.7) (37.9-72.8) (70.8-98.9) (0.658-0.900)
SWYV nerve/muscle ratio 1.09 95.2 85.7 80.0 96.8 0.939
(76.2-99.9) (69.7-95.2) (59.3-93.2) (83.3-99.9) (0.883-0.996)
Relative change in SWV nerve 1.08 100 95.2 95.5 100 0.977
(77.2-100) (76.2—-100) (77.2-99.9) (76.2-100) (0.932-1.000)
Relative change in the 1.10 100 100 100 100 1.000
SWYV nerve/muscle ratio ' (77.2-100) (77.2-100) (77.2-100) (77.2-100) (1.000-1.000)

PPV: positive predictive value, NPV: negative predictive value, AUC: area under the receiver operating characteristic curve. Numbers in

parentheses are 95% confidence Intervals.
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