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1H10mg DA< b)Y T & U EHVTWSEY, 7TD0DHR
w1y 50me P 5 DR E R LA RS h
Tw5 (Ib).

JILY MU F B2 (zolmitriptan) #0O#%S5 . VLI V) S
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RS LW AR B (non-responder) I2BF 54 —7
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% 2 (diclofenac sodium) 50mg, 100mg FRO%5-RAERT, F
BELERIEYEFZO LN )P, Y7urcF 7 -
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@hv’(‘l]\f: (Ib) 35)53)78).
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Thbd. TVIYIHEENIN) 7Y Y\ E, 5T
NEREREZ IR O, FEBEEOMIHIC AL
HGERTHL, VT Y ROPTVTY I VIR RIS
FRMREHEEE L THBEIN TS, HENZHNICH W
I B L) BBRETREVOTEETALENSHSL. $/,
FMRME AR SRR <0, MR A B, MR b SR B
NThH5.

A0 TT 3 FiEoftEIEEMoO R ERGHREL
LT, AR OSN LY, KB OBEEAEIRTH % Bl
IR IE AR B B I TR A AR I B W T
FERRICPEH SN B XE T, FFITNSAIDs, ZVITH I D
PEHZEE LCHRELH 5 (BEIOE A).

AR, HBBICBIT AR — bOFEHERINE LT
i, A MY T Y CORETHEAPTTOLNS (BEIOE
A). A< YT VERBITIE NSAIDs DI EhD S
5. HHEZBEEHMAT 2008w, 2704 FOFRER
TR SN TR WO T, FERERZ RO R0
ATHATRET, @HOHREL LTI TOLNE .

—HEIZ, AWIRIC BT BEH OB B IIECR E gL T
v, 7T A YIdERK T 650~1000mg O A% WS,
AFTIX 330~660mg 2D SN L. O ) T Vi
50mg, YWV M) TF Vi 25mg AIMHE L LTHI® S
h, BHEICIVEL 2BFTHRESTEL. R RTMMEIC
FEMEREZ RS T AL TY N IV 72 Vi
BIEBRA D, MY T8 U RER OGS B T 5 REeM
BHESLL TS, BEO L 2 ABERBEERIMOATY
.

KEEH Y -V T AE RN EBBEEO L
Va—"Z#0C, F6ICLEFT Y ADEHRE, K7 IZHEL
DI N—THEERLIz.

Fi 4. FERETRIEE

TRIRE OIS, B BRI OB < BRI R 72
TR IISHRST X e, SENGRIESCRHITE

RO fEATE R EE, EREESOLE, RUANE
MG OBERPASNEGEICERT 5. 72, EEERH
ELT, THiBER L3 A 1MMinae, BEOMLED
BMELTHRODZRETH L. FMBEER RS, WK E
i, BEMRTIRE M KR, FEREREELR S, ERE
HEEEEZBITBENOD LR EROLE L T
HWEOBIETH 5.
HEfRFHBED I— i, 1) BERBIEORRE, (1T
DA, FEREORE ORI, R OEM) , 2) arEiG
BORIR O, 3) HE AT~ OREER/NRIZ L CiFEE
PHRETHIETHA.

FEETFTHEEDIET > ADIUE L BITOER ©
Fik L BVERIR D L FARIC PubMed K SEEHIEE T — %
NR=2F AT ERE L. VT LFEPEE, B KR
#, OTVITY IV, PLTADARE, L) D%, NSAIDs, £
OMUZ T CREFT 5. AR CTHIMHEERE L L CREEREH
PROOLNTWEHOIE, o) Yy, Ye Fa g
FIV, AVIVBYANFTYVRECELRTEY, ek
TIVF Y AFBRCER SN TV BREFR O K P IEIARETIE
HEREHEL L CoORBERIIRRATH .

IEFZOEH:

HIVS g LIERE EME T 2 ) ¥ (lomerizine hydro-
chloride) (AR TR S 1, HIEEBRD720IZ 7T R
CEERRABITONTEBY, 7 RICHER L CAHEICH
RMEEEEBEZERLL )™, ZVvFY I 7T
LR EHCZREBR T THERERERIR EN TSN
(Ib), BfE, AR CTRBHTELR L BoTVE, RF8IN
(verapamil) iZ 2 Bk (ITa) ™™ ¢, YN F 7 ¥ 4 (diltiazem)
X 1HER )" CTHFHEIREIN TS, =72V
(nifedipine) IR B FHMRVPENATLHAMEHTH S
(Ip)0=19 =)V Y ¥ ¥ (nicardipine) & 1 FRERTH H A
RENTWS (TN,
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$0 FR Y SR 3a 10 1 1
TNEEHFI Y ¢ ? B 2 3a 05 = 06 4 0 1 1 0
Ri=E C ? # K5 4 4a 13 = 06 3 1 1 2
BIEWTHE
T a— B + + Fh~k4 2 13 = 06 3 g 1 1
AMFoo— B + - Fh~Rx 2 30 1 3
Fra—n B + H Fh~Mx 2 — 0
TRTT I u—-N A + + Fh~Ke 1 23 £ 07 9 2 1 2 2 3 3 2 3 3
FET—N A H * F i~ 4 1 20 1 2
Ca H5#3E
QAN Y* B * o= B ih 2 23 £ 05 7 2 2 2 3 3 2 2
INFTEL € ? + Fh~WFx 3a 24 = 05 5 3 2 2 2 3
NG B * + Th~B4 2 24 % 05 7 2 2 2 2 3 3 3
TINFYT Y A +* -+ ik 4 30 £ 00 8 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
ZHAVEY ? ? Fh~kx 07 + 12 3 2 0 0
NS AIDs
PARLY S B + + Ih 2 13 = 06 3 1 2 1
A7) LB 20 1 2
4770972 C ? + Fh 3a 20 1 2
ryh7ra7zr B & & ih 2 20 1 2
FruUFEy B + + h 2 = 0
Z0ft
XFENYF A H H AR 4 — 0
DA ES%= A A + ? B B2 4 10 = 00 4 1 1 1 1
T4 —=IN—T 2 — B +# + Ih 2 = 0
S AN B + + Eh 2 05 * 10 4 0 2 0 0
Y5 3IrB B + + th 2 03 = 06 3 0 1 0

* R TERTERIE L LR R A

IEFVADE (ZEFVADHE) L seaivedi] MR BRRIVAI R OIS CREBER D > v — 2 7 &, Xk

ABEOT VY MR T - EORRERT 0 B IHEE 102, 177)

B! 7 V¥ MERBROMERD SHRAEPREN TV SR, +
REBROBDR5D, ZAOHOEROR—EADH S
e, bHu0iE, ElShBRABRONESAI N+
FTAVORNREGRLZ o TH ) EREM LR E 25
BOuHEL L. -

C ! 7 v ¥ MMERBRAThbN T,

Lw
BERDDH 5

%

BEWTEE © 7’175 / 0 —)U (propranolol) i 46 LA E DR
BAfThbNTEY, 120~240mg/HO70a 75 ) a— )V
P50 RERBHEEIERICHD L, FROBREE
{Zrofs )™, X r7ou—) (metoprolol) 2R L
TIE 15 DR TObNTE ) SRR TT 7 RICHKL T
AREAIRENTE) (Ta)™™™, a7 T/ a— )
RTNF) TP LIFIZASOMELND Y (Ib), TEF VY
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