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Materials and Methods

[fEA] KE3.0~7.0kgDEERIZHEIH10%E (BERZWT BARE, IE, 0T 31—, CBC, £1t%)

[BRAN] DIMEERSE. £5MERSE, &EH

(5% - HAR] AL VMM KEREZIIHERFTDOEE. 2018F48-~12H

[(fARTHYr V] gimE, ZEE5R. 77REE, 70XA—/\—5EE

[AF] BOTSERELIEHI\RYFUOWTHEEERICERIONFIICEETES L.

1209 NIC BARE, ME. DT d—. BEREEERK, 7TABOKREE. REBEH T/ TREZRDIR
9,

[ 58] AE3~4kg:100mg/5E. 4£E4.1-7kg: 150mg/5E (BIZ&K5E: 21~-36mg/kg)

[SEER{ER: R 1) EEERLUL(RXRO70): 358, BREBEEER(RI71): 78
RE600UANICEENERE L. 1200RNICTEIEER L, 58, (A&, BCSEEHA I 7 I[CAEIR
BN A oW [

[BEBRADELE: k2] N—X54 Y vs 5t vs HI\RYFY

ME. DRBICEBREERZO LD >fco DI I—THZKDEEBTEEENRO SNLGI ST,
[BEEZ5HDD] 2DFS. ME—RLVIDs. LARHE

Discussion

EHAEOH/\RYFUROKESIE. MITHEMNICEEENS <. DII—BRENDOEELDEI T
IDUBHEEED D T MNMTIET UL ehS, BIEEIE I N TEFEOREESEFANTH >z » FICELEEERICE/LH
BWZ Eld, BRBEOHEZENICERTHDAREEZRT,

EEZXIOT70DIFEIC,. BE5E. VIV FHIAY NDER D > BRIE. EFHTHMOEES. N LAN
JLPEGEEORFXRDOEICEEL TWD EBbn,

BIERCld. BRAREEA. BEHF. ERAIREINTWED, NSO I—PITEREICEES
EZ308ENH D, TNILT77/—ILETILT7 70Oy DEAEDLE I DINFERE & DIABIMETT S
NEEGHERNDE T TH DO L DEVNERINNELRIGEFXERAMND UL,

AFEROHIREEHE LTIE. NSWH YIS A X, ZJLY R —TEBRABBZAVNTWS I &, HOD
EEIMOREE N ZEIT 5N 5,

Conclusion

BELAEICEWVT, A/\RYFUHRBROKRSIE. FEAEDHETERSH1200URNICEEDESHR
AU, IME. DEH. DI I—REBICKESLLEELRD ST

HIRYF > DIEEHIREDW, X7V -V IREFTERILEER D, DMREBEVPEHKREZ © DES
ENRELTRWED, INSDEFTIIEEICES BEHLH B,



*x1 $EFXIOY

TABLE 1.

Sedation Scoring in Cats as Described by Biermann et al.

Grade Description

No sedation, normal movement
Mild ataxia, able to stand
Severe ataxia, sternal recumbency
Lateral recumbency, strong reaction to stimulation
Lateral recumbency, slight reaction to stimulation
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Lateral recumbency, no response to stimulation

Scores were performed at 60, 120, 180, and 240 min at each visit after having received
the blinded capsule (gabapentin or placebo).

x£2 ME. OEE%K ODTId—

TABLE 2.

Hemodynamic and Echocardiographic Variables (Mean + Standard
Deviation) with Placebo and Gabapentin Compared with Baseline in
Healthy Cats

Variable Baseline Placebo Gabapentin P
HR, bpm 1972 + 276 1768 + 369 1896 + 352  .183
BP, mm Hg 1306 + 157 1309 + 162 1222 + 203 491
LA/A0 13 + 0.1 13+ 0.1 13 + 0.1 535
LA Vol, mL 13+03  13+04 15 + 0.4+ 021 |
VStimm, MM 44+04  45+05 44+ 05 322
VSdzp, mm 44+04  46+05 45+ 05 056
LVIDd,pm, MM 153+10 149+08 153 =10 225
LVIDd,p, mm 151+10 150+10 150 * 1.1 953
LVPWdpm, mm 4105 41+ 05 41+ 05 873
LVPWd,5, mm 42+04  42+04 42 + 06 708

| LVIDS pp, mm 76+18  71+13 8.2 + 1.8' o4 |
LVIDsp, mm 70+19  71+15 77 1.7 056
LV FSmm, % 507 + 105 522 +83  47.0 * 86 07

| LV FSz0.% 533 =110 528 =92 491 * 9.8« 022 |
PV Vmax, m/s 0.8 + 0.1 0.8 + 0.2 0.8 + 0.1 675
AV Vmax, m/s 0.7 + 0.1 09 + 0.2 0.7 * 0.2 064
PV AT, ms 743 +123 791+83 798 * 86 428
PV AT/ET 04 + 0.1 04 + 0.1 04+01  >999
Peak E, m/s 0.6 + 0.1 06 + 0.1 0.6 + 0.1 762
Peak A, m/s 0.5 + 0.1 0.5 + 0.1 0.5 + 0.1 447
E/A 13+03  12+02 13+ 02 897
DT,, ms 719+ 184 662 +108  70.9 * 21.1 675
IVRT, ms 483+60 530+88 558+ 86 186
Peak Ea lat, m/s 01 +0.0 01 *0.0 0.1 =00 466
Peak Aalat, m/s 0.1 +00 0.1 =00 0.1 + 0.0 101
Ea/Aa 14+03  16+04 15+ 0.4 517

E/Ea 70 £ 1.1 71*+14 7422 710
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