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Abstract

Erector spinae plane block (ESPB), as a new regional block technique, has a wide potential for
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application in perioperative analgesia management of abdominal surgery. Through subfascial in-
jection of local anesthetics into the erector spinal muscle, multiple posterior branches of spinal
nerves are blocked, thus achieving effective postoperative analgesia, reducing the use of general
anesthesia drugs and opioids, and improving the postoperative comfort of patients. In recent
years, relevant studies have shown that ESPB has the characteristics of simple operation, high
safety and few complications, especially in laparoscopic surgery, laparotomy and complex
hepatobiliary and pancreatic surgery, and has achieved significant analgesic effects. However, the
effects of different drug selection, injection mode and block range on its efficacy still need to be
further explored. The purpose of this review is to summarize the clinical research progress of
ESPB in abdominal surgery, analyze its advantages and disadvantages and indications, and pro-
vide a reference for clinical application.
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1. 518

15 LY THI L7 (erector spinae plane block, ESPB) & —Ffi i X (I #f & BRI B A, i Forero [1]58 A
T 2016 £EFEHY, 9077 7™ 55 1 00 M e 28 R AN Bk AR S R o R A R AT L ROCR B ek
TRAEA AR i, ZHARBLE Z N TR B Bk OHE KT ESRTR, HIE T RIFME
SRR, R TR R 2. AL ESPB 7 E T AR i S A1 2 e PEVE LT sk, #B)
PRI AR (25 A 78 M350 T AR e 3 Ao 22 BEL i 7 Q) S A3 5 4 P i PR AR 3

2. BEAAOMmRE]

B Wl (erector spinae)se — AL THAE KN, MEREIEEE, LEMEET, HAETBRSMH
2 ERIEN, R FRCA BB ZVUBEE IR TR, SR A B T . RS . BRI S AN
JEIE, [ EAy A=Ay AV ER DL iliocostalis), 1E TR Al &K WL (longissimus), 1k TS
L FARE g s AL (spinalis), 1R TSR

IR BUE AR 2 HAE R FLE 2 S O SORTIE M S o #5003 1) J5 2l A FL s EATREN B, JF
TEWL HE—25 50 NAMUSCRI N S, Hor il Sz 4k 2 58 i S5 T URARL T L, I 2B BRI Z IR N B
(LAY =

AN SCAE N (R R 28 1AM ZE AT, A7 T I 180 P4 BB R T, B S v BB AT A, 7R A A 2y s M)
B3, %S NHTSCRIE S, SCRCHBESMIU o i IR] 40 28 fe 2 2% b T i B S, 7 Bt ST B i 3 A0 1
JEE RS . BEAE, AR AR K LS SR T L, P A2 5 (A1 A8 3 [1] -

3. ZY BMUS R RAMEZFHAEHLH

J FR IR 247 5 2 B L 5 R TR Z RV S BT T i, #4823 25D A 1097 S A AR S5 (RIRE, 7T fig il
R MENR]FLE N AN o« 290 CE S LT AR S35 T~ T P Sk RO Tl i, WS M HEBE . TR iR
BENSWUBOAH WL, B3 HIOU S 3 52 BR T 00 5 R0 UL i 19 e 14 M2 25
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FLRHIALEI D 1. JR PRI 2437 T M ME 55 1R R A 8 JULP T (E SP) BEL (1 = 24 AW« RS AT A
FIZE A B 22 B4, (BRI R IR 25 e U MESS 1R Bt o 7 AT U AN R A8 Ao 2 i UL PR I 2453
o R 03 A ATV 5 1) 5 4 AL SR AHESS RIRR, R R, (EARIRAT R 2. SIS, A Il ESP
WEL 7 ) s PR A0SR 2 T A B SRR, TR SR (B 2 AR o SR, K 20 ST 9 s JRR I
LGRS B S, 2 SRR T B LXK W PRIEYE A, ESP FHy It £ 4 22 4 55 (1 B 1 Y™
ARSI BRI SR UG IR IR SR R AR, R HAE AR AL
AR IR T R 3, i EAEIESC. 3. FRETE S, ESP FHAMBURBCR A SR MA IS, TN
SCor SCHIRRTT o R B RRIE 245 3 B R R 2 BRI T S0 5, IR R SO SO REAMESS AL, e T
ESP FHWH A HEANE 5 FAR P BB ACR[2]. 4. JRRRZ R MUY 8, T2 2P T A A 22 [3].

4. SR AbERFRIELE

"Ry DU P I 8 A X3 L JOR I 2 AR 4 IS A JUL~F- 1T (Transversus Abdominis Plane Block, TAP)BH 3 .
HE 554 25 [H it (Paravertebral Block, PVB) A1l S AMH FF[4]. Horr, A R AMER v G AF) T 838 B N RvE
BN[5], T A B A A B R R W B i (6], BLERAEAS Y 5 51 R i . R AR I ity A=A 45 R S5
HIRE o M55 4 22 BEL R O U) A SO R i i) 2 LR TR [ 7] IERB[81FA, (AR ERBR, 17
T IS FR) PRI, %o JRR T 2 T PR B AR SR A v o A UL P T LY 3 e ik PR R BE PR U IRl wh 22, &
VPR SN R M R R BURAE R, BN IE R T AR U B3, (E T A I R 2 e WA R . A
tbz R, BE A (ESPB) AT At #A . 1. ESPB [MERAERIME ., eathm: HyEf S TR a N EHE%
Z BRI, 5 TAEMA SIS NEAr, b 7B A G AR . 2. BRG] BT RMRATE
H ST THD Sk R 07 Tl 9 H, ESPB AN e 24 BELT I BE I, 30 REXT 040 P9 IR AR = AR R AR, AT
WL IER AR Z MR TR . 3. HRAERNKAK: ESPB VESFRIERR, 4 7 RE AN E i AT A 5] 2 14
IR E AR, WK T RS RIME LR AR . Rk, ESPB fEA—FBi X X SR H A,
FEM DR A VERI RIS T, @ HE R E A 2 M BURE 5, R A MG T AR o 2 b 1) R4 S

Al 5o
5. B¥EAFHEARFERSFERPNA
5.1. FEEFR

5.1.1. FREESRAERYIBRAR

B TE VIR AR E N IR HAR R, ARG AR & B A B R I T ZE Pk . Ahmet Canitez [A1BA )
WFFCIESE, MAUT AR BE T T8 HEp K T2 HE0 A LY 11 LB (ESPB), SR A 45 R IR L
(0.5%7 LKA 7.5 ml + 2%F] £ < [A 2.5 ml + 0.9%4: ¥ 57K 10 m)T-HiG, MEHAR)G 24 MR E &
B (QOR-40) I /MR T 15.2 4%, FORMIT P/ B R (NRS) M FAE 2.3 45, #9803 MU x HEZE[9].
Tulgar 25253 [IBEHLA IR RS HE— 25 IR, ESPB 4RSS 3 NI RS NRS V4L 55 % M B 4L
BEAIC 1.8 43 (P < 0.01), H 12 /Ny il T 22 i FE IR 43.5%, 7 RNHCER 14 8 3% L9 R 1% 57% [10]. L
ROGTEESE 2], 8 51 5 F AU ESPB W 2 0 (b HE s eI 2 DI AR H 2 1 LR BV BEOR S IR ok
AT SR ZGIAR AN B RS, LA B P I PR 8 P AR
5.12. BMEETEBIREAR

BT BRI AR T E A AT Bz —, (Bl T T ARG, BaRe R ez, =
TR T B ARG BEAL[10]. HIEE[1L]5 N MITF S EoR, 6 ESPB (R 0.375%71 0.59% % IR+ [X]) o]
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BERERAR G R IR ——ARJE 2. 8. 12 /NN ##E KIZBET 1) VAS V14535 B BAK T X IR 4H(P < 0.05),
[F 98D B R R SRR P E7 25 KB &40 17.3 £2.3, 208 £2.7, 21.3+3.1 pg, x4
9 35.7 3.1 pg). WA, ESPB FIREMEILHNH] IL-6. {E3E 1L-10 7 Wb RIRFEA JG SRR VL. FRIDIN[12]55
(IR TR R B, FEAT IS IS 8% B AR VA AR 8 vh, SRR T9 /KPS 5] 5 T ESPB (14 0.33% % Ik
30ml, B 15 ml), HARJG 24 /NEHERE VAS VP2 3BT X B 2H(1.32 £ 0.07 vs 2.71 £ 0.06, P < 0.05),
ARG 48 /NFHZEZ) VAS B2t B 5L F# K (1.65 + 0.09 vs 2.58 + 0.14, P < 0.05). [[if, ESPB 43 K
HESU 1) 4545 (875.5 + 107.8 min vs 1272.6 + 175.9 min, P < 0.05), B.CaMX I % A 2t 3 25 P 11K(2.8% vs
11.4%) . iIX 625 3L B, ESPB MY e A 280 /b AR Bl SR 2548, 38 ) iR 5 B i Dhae itk 2.,
BN g R AMEHERAS)” B B S5, BRI D B A 2R H

5.2. FEEEFR

5.2.1. EIRREHEFAR

5 Li [1315E ARt Fedr, VPG 7 515 N XU S5 LT i BH s (ESPB) 72 M s 8 45 e T AR (%2
S AR R K O AR R I e S (ERAS) IS4 . W 7T H, ESPB 418 A6 AR FT 232 XU 0.25% % Ik &
ERIVE S (BRI 20 ml), ek FRZEL VRS S B AR B E K . 45 R EoR, SXHIR4LAHEL, ESPB RS 2 /Nif. 6
/NI B2 24 /NI VAS PR3 35 2 2 BRI (P < 0.05), #MRUMEEEDR 2459 (B s R 2 T — ) il FH = B S0/ (24
mg vs. 51.6 mg, P =0.018). Ith4h, ESPB ZH &% (1) K T IR [A] BH %5 (30.4 /N vs. 51 /NI, P <0.05), fE
5 INF 7] 40 8298020 (10.08 K vs. 12.52 K, P =0.037). X4 WL, #A 5] 5T ESPB 7 I8 4 4
FARPEA BRI Z B, MUGEH RO ARG &, et B RS . 280,
T A RO IEARTEF(n = 50), HEERFHIHE— LSRRI, 2 F.00F 700 LG IE «

5.2.2. MEESRETEBYIBRAR

Park [14]55E4R W 1 A5 LT T FH i (ESPB) 7 I s 53 45 B T A (LCS) gD Bl Jr R 2459 75 sk J A it
BN RIES R . WEFed, ESPB ZH7E T10~"T11 /KF-XUMVESS 0.25%5 LK K (40 mL), 17 i HE ZH 0]
TESE R K, 4550 ER, ESPB ARG 24 /Nt 25K JE &8/ 25% (530 pg vs. 700 pg, P = 0.004),
R R TR 45 (1 K vs. 1~2 K, P =0.015), HAJE&H AL h. 6 hy 12 hy 24 h)[) VAS 15>
B KT XHRA(P < 0.05). XUesE KN, ESPB REMS A R BRCIE IS B 45 B T AR o B 2R 254
K, WRAEFER, IFE S E MRS R .

BEAh, BRIESC[151557E 60 Bl B2 M s B 4 s ARG R I B I B T — T BRI 70 . SEI 4 B2 X0
M T8 /K-F#E A 51 '3 N ESPB, AR5 0.5% % Wk~ K 20 mL (k& 40 mL), X HEZH AR FH A J5 ik
54 (PCIA). 45 R E7R, ESPB AEAJSG 2 he 4 hy 8 h 2 24 h (B VAS $F7 15 & ZC T 4 I 40
(AR J5 24 h: 0.8+05vs. 2.7+0.6, P<0.01), i&3) VAS iFo 7R BRI (WA SS 24 h: 1.6 £0.3 vs. 3.0
+0.7, P<0.01), HHNHENRSG 48 /NS5 2R LS E L. Mo, ESPB AARH &5 KJEH &
)8/ (30.8 £5.7 ug vs. 40.6 £ 7.1 ug, P <0.01), A58 4 14 s AR B AR T X R Z.(2.2 £ 1.0 ¥K vs.
7.2+ 23k, P<0.01), 3 XTEEIE ISR AL ESPB 4 W2 ¥ 51(9.4 £ 0.8 ) vs. 6.7 £1.04), P<
0.01). /L5 ESPB 41 LMK I (13.3% vs. 26.6%) 1 3k 5 (6.6% vs. 13.3%) {1 & £ A, (HPLLIE 1) 2 7k
LRSI R

ERERMZ, T8 /KFH) ESPB Refs7E oa i BB M4 (TS~L2), A 8GN X N IR v L T . Bt
Ab, HE SIS N ESPB (M R BN RE m, HARWEE B ™ 8 I A (W S A B . 28 ERTIR, 1A
FLE—AUESE T ESPB fEMEIE A BT AR IR IE, A AR B0/ & B4R AL T4 1 3R
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5.2.3. FFHIBRAR

Wang [16]%545 1} 1 4 B LT 1 BE if (CESPB) 78 it i ) it B £ THIBUTF DI B A 5 B0 (1 2808 &
Ak, FEVEAL AR D RE RS MEURE (TEA) IR v 2 255 ik B 12 BUR (PCIA) M7 &= #F5TH, CESPB
HTE T7 BEOOKFER, RAREPAR BT 7 R RRE4E 0.2%5 KR, 1M PCIA 4 FH & MR
Bk 45 B0 . 45 90K, CESPB 4R G WM NRS 143 (2.402 vs. 2.676) 454 T PCIA (45 3 il
A =1, 95% Cl: —0.620~0.072). 14, POD3 i} CESPB 4+ 5 /& # (NRS > 4) & £ i E (KT PCIA 41
(1.7% vs. 22%, P = 0.001), AH A 225448 FH E k2> (40 mg M iHE 2 & vs. 48 mg, P =0.013), HXEHE
I 7] 45 %6 (43.5 /NI vs. 51.4 /)NiSF, P =0.033), H. POD3 i 3% UK i (PONV) & A= 28 B 5 B (1.7% vs. 11.9%,
P=0.019), FiRZEH KM, CESPB MMV AEMS L &L M D) REREAT B3 BUR VIR AR 5 1R (IR 55 A8, i0RE
A Rk BT R R Z A, IR AR SRR, & TEA AT AT 545 5 T DRRE I B 5 1T Je i 8252 TEA 1)
A, CESPB &M T —Fpae . AAMBURIER, SCREHIESETRE R h AR ARHE .

UEAl, BT HE[LTISERIEFT T S ORI B L T BEL i (ESPB) 7E T IS i F AR R B R . 7E T9 K
S, P23 R 0.375%F Ik R A 20 ml. WFFE4i R Eox, ESPB ARG 4h. 12 h. 24 h [z 48 h 1)/
PO 38 BB AR T R HE A, A R 18 U B) L T R IR ) B A B I T) 27 W) R 4 . S50 R4 AH L, ESPB
HIBHTAMER ARG SR AL, AR IRBR AN BRI, #7515 TR ESPB REf%
AU T ARG P, (ARG RS, BIRBURAYTR R, IO REA RN, #—P%K
FEHEAEA S5 RS B R A E

5.2.4. FAERFR

HE TR 2 [ 1815 AT 8 LS T FELYS (ESPB) A 4= T 5 V) B A 420 Th i B3k 47 7 Meta 04T, AW
T 8 WiBEALAT RS (RCT), L 518 Hil i 3# (Hrh v SCSCHR 3 4%, SE3C3CHk 5 ). SCOR2H s 45 52 0l
T8~T9 /K ESPB, VL& WK+ K 5 A bt 45 PRl (M 0.25%~0.5%, Sy 20~40 ml); i R4 4% 5245
EXFHR(IUAR J5 PCIA) B UL THI BE i (TAP) o

WMFREE R ER, ESPB ARG 2hy 6h. 12h F1 24 h () VAS 1501 8 FK T XA MD =-1.59 &
-1.01, P<0.05), HARJG 48h W ZER TG4 E L. A, 5 TAP 4L, ESPB 4R S5 24 h [f] VAS
P TE 35 2 5 (MD = 0.05, P = 0.86). #R1, ESPB ZH 1 YCAE M 77 K I ] B35 18 K (MD = 6.69 /i, P <
0.05), H A A J5 Bl b 2 254 (1) T FE = ) gD o (EAS9E B2, ESPB A R MR AEFALTXT
TB4L(RR=0.53, P <0.05), {H5 TAP Mth =7 TG it24E L.

% Meta 73T % B, ESPB WA 8RR 2T B VIR G I, EKBURRFSENT (], Il DB 252
YRR, RN B BRI B RN KSR, R4S ESPB 5 TAP ZEAER AR 7 T A2, (B H AR BT F
KL RANE AR FREE I 1A) 7 AT — @05, SCRFEHAE A2 T E VIR AR 5 B0 1 Jok .

P R 19155 WK A 20 R LESPB (Tulgar N )38 ok 18 % Ja JBR 24 73 57 557 (186 5% 5 B L/ L2 1))
B EARAGH E = AR S5 BB AR . 18T 50K 50 BRI B = A, BEKLA v LESPB 41(L 4)5 TAPB 41(T
4y, FEAL25 6. L 4H: XU L1 BEZSFIE S 0.3%Z kR IR (R R - ERALFIBR 15ml, #55% - AL
B2 10 ml). T 4. EPL&XIEAT TAPB, FUVES 0.3%Z IRFH 25 ml. Z5HEH, L 415 E VAS AUC
(127.32 + 33.58 vs. T 41 155.10 + 36.19) }2iZ 5 VAS AUC (180.72 + 30.93 vs. T 41 203.16 + 36.94)34) . &[4
iK(P < 0.05). L HAJEXEIF R T R B> 50% (160 vs. T4 2 k). LAARJE 6 h Eik0shidsk
AR (4 Bl vs. T 40 ], P <0.05), fHARKAEM™EANRKRMNUIRMEHE. BE2H5). SR LESPB
I SR PR AEAE 55 (B H,  BHISOE 0 28 B 5 S A4, SR AL 58 AT 1 AR Y IE B, I TAPB
I PBHA IEBEMR 2T S . SR LESPB % TAPB fEHI B = ARG SR H R IEM, HABRAR®E. AR,
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ZAERIRE AL, AT 5 7 2 B U (1
6. ESPB S Atk P75 K& B A

ESPB 1 mJ 5 FAth et 22 PR 7 SUBR A L, DA A B RO sk B 2R 25 () FH & H AR IF 4l
EEZT BH R 2T EVIBRAR T ESPB B& B AR #2215 FH¥iH (stellate ganglion block, SGB) A A B A
#, WHARILE ESPB AAHLL, BXAH VAS VP48 4l ESPB 41K AJEEFSFNJE. IHM H & K& HUE
FIEBUR T ESPB 41; RJFECAHLEBE LFREE . P YIFACTHKT ESPB 41, #nEERETETEY)
BRA RN H ESPB & SGB AEA R ey FE A S EEIR XK I AR 5 B 25 W 1 &, el £ TR S0 7 3
S Bi[20]. TEMR BB A S ER T, ESPB I & M i 5% FH¥ (thoracic paravertebral block, TPVB)-5 H.4l ESPB
FHEE, PRZBHA S 30 2080 N I R I B E 2, RFEMERM AR S50 TPVB ML,
WA N AT B R AR Hr R L 1 & A2 [21]. R ESPB (BEA N A 2%, BT RIEF AR
BRI, B A SRR T A 2 B0 g AT Mk 38, AR FEE 2 m i E RCT MHainiE s A & 77 .

7.ESPB #EJLEBEEAF RPN AMNE

Xof ) LB £ AT 78 40 B P VAR K A BT PRI 2 A6 SR B4 3 1 BRI R AU 7 =X, SR R BT A i P O
BB R UK RE R, — 4, JLE S A A TCIE R Rk O 1) 2 RS2, (LR
FE AR WA 55—, BTILEEEAERKKEIEE R, IR RS . i
i IR 1k 2 e N3G (22 H AT, A B 7T s ESPB 78 LR AR iR A B URIER . JERIERSE
FEAK[23],

8 BV A AR LB AR i TR 2 —. ESPB 788 4E LM L E ISRV FAR DRI R
UF IR AR FH[24], 7EJLE B L1 MK T (1) ESPB Tl $R 8t E SR AR G40, /b Bl 2825 1 75 3R
WD, A SRR AT AT G 3h[25] . AT I 7o 4iiE ESPB 78 ) LB HABE S F A F S, — 0[] i
BABIBT ST 20, 75 L3 R R vh i S ESPB AT B St BRI LR J5 85 — R (B A28 25 i fdi
HAEHHHIE e S, HICHRA R BRI RAE I R A2 [26]. 16 LE B VIR AR LR I S S V) B AR
o ESPB TSR R JE B AR, A SR 2R 24 e FAR B 25 B A s [27] [28]. PR,
ESPB 7 )L # S & A F A R ol SR (A S BURE L, S B LR 8D B AR MR v 2R, A2
HEE LRI R .

8. FEfRMAEBENK

HAT, #7555 T %G NP (ESPB) H & Wk -R A M e R FE S R AN A EE S, HORBERES
FARFR ., PR EE K 2 T4 a % B A0 IR G BRI AR B AL WI[11], 0.375%5 0.5%%
WRRETEAR G 2~48 /NT VAS PE5r BT v R &/ 46 7 T35 B34 T 0.25%K B (P < 0.05), #&/n
o AR 2 R < K] T B SR AR R s 1HL 0.5%2H HE B 1 {9 AL 1A 5 B SR RR 24 5 1k S S, 1T 0.375%4H A W 22 3
BE AR, WO 0.375%K FE (U B 150 mo)VE iz AR RIM Ik, fEEURkAe 5% 4k
WP, 52, ERERE T EUIBRATHIRZE[29] 2R, 0.25%5 0.33% %L IR-RH ARG VAS P
53 SR B 5 R LT 0.15%41(P < 0.05), (HPIE RISt it 22 7 F R H] 0.25%H A R WK A
FIK(6.67% vs. 0.33%2H 11 13.33%), 91 e AR ik 0.25%K B (L 20 mI, &L f 50 mg), LAHE T
U 0 AR 75 SR 19 [ B B AR B P KU o i T 40 B K AR A R, R R [30] & It Fu it — 2D 3¢
FEmR B IR R RN H : 0.5%3 B 4 R 5 -0 1] 25 VAS P43 5 (% (2.8 + 0.3 vs. X4 5.6 + 1.1), BCS
PG FEVE e (3.8 £ 0.5), HOR R FIEINA R B, BAHER 0.5%% Uk~ K (P01 20 ml, &5 100 mg)
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AT R F AR HAT, ESPB 25k FEANE S & M ARIE R — B AR T ARERAEH N
e R A Rt — DR ER . BRI, BUURIE T REAL, BE B LS S EMIREZ SR, JFomiE~s
51 I E A DA ORAG HEL 25, IBlb I ARE -

b4, ESPB fE#HE A 5] 5 T HEAT AR, ool A AL G A e 2 MU AE I 0 A1, M SR IR SORE D
il . {H ESPB 1Eo8—F QIR B AE, U598 W RE th DA 22 BRI AE SC B DR ACRE , BLH J=) 1 BRI 25470 1 2 4k
SR AR AT I o A R e e PR RS . R ESPB IR AT R T N iz HAR
JARCRIIE, HRTRIBT A AE € RRYE, BAEFEARREA L i e 2 o B U7 I ()5 DA S Bk
ZRIARCR . ses, DR BiE B E 2 2l BENLO IR BEG,  DLg i fe 3R T 45 SR A A1
A Rk

9. RESRE

B LT 1] B (ESPB) 2 — Fiol X HLag 32 0UE M X Skt 2 B AT BOR, AR A FLR 35 IR AR . #R4E
] AR 22 P v R s, ERRES T AR B ARSI BRI 1 AR DS o X AP HOR A RS AT R A i
5 W AERIAR G PR, IR AR B SR A AT, BRARAH ORI AE A AR 5 A R A B AH B
ESPB # 1 50 I fai {5 B ACAE A AL A SR, Tt G 17 R A1 2 0 7T B8 51 A O e 43 40 « R JBE 7B ot i 01 of
S IR ACRE s 5 RIS I BE AR B, JCPH VS S, WM 2 B e A, B3 ST R ACR s
S5 e S LL, ESPB PRI AL B S, 038 B AIR 17 150 2 ) 3 B0 T ey XIS o 3K SR T A
ESPB 21 1 o AR BE (1 20 3, JUHAE TN B R AN RHERAS) SIS Hh 478 1 OB Ay 0o X LEXTLE
BE— T ESPB IR/ ARG I AOIE MR G ATl T AL, iR EE AR St 1 2 e R
FIARMIERILHE . R ESPB fEMEM T AT Z, HER/PMEAR, BARLHTE, RRTGEITRES
ER S 2O R BE N RS, Bt — DI ESPB IMREELMIIREE . Fl&E. BT RULK
WImPRRBOR, DAL A BRE B Y ) B BE5E e s L

SE
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