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Abstract

The study of fifth cervical root stimulation technique in 12 normal Thai volunteers, age between

19-56 years old, by direct electrical stimulation at the fifth cervical vertebrae region and receiving its current

at biceps brachii muscles.

The results show that latency time on right sided is 5.23+1.12 msec, left sided is

5,42+ 1.26 and amplitude size is 9.84 +4.87 mV, 9.99+5.19 mV in order. There is no statistically significant
difference between the right and left sided (p  0.05).
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{mV) Range 2.0-17.9 |2.0-20.0
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