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Bunnag Y. Normal accessory nerve latency. Chula Med J 1985 Feb;

29 (2) : 181-185

The normal distal motor latency to the upper portion of
the trapezius was determined by stimulating the accessory nerve in
the middle of the posterior triangle of the neck. Fifty normal Thai
subjects (100 nerves) with a mean age of 32 years (range 17-61)
were tested, of whom 30 were male and 20 female. The mean value
of the latencies was 2.7 msec (SD = 0.4 msec) over a mean

distance of 8.8 cm (7-10.5 cm). A comparison of the right and

left latencies showed no statistical difference (P> 0.05).
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Table 1  Comparative values of right and left distal Accessory nerve
latencies. .
Distal latency Distance (cm)
(msec)
Accessory nerve X SD Average Range No. of Nerves
*

Right 2.7 0.5 8.9 7-10.5 50

Left 2.7" 0.4 8.6 7-10 50

Total 2.7 0.4 8.8 7-10.5 100
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Table 2 Reported values of comparative latencies.

No X (msec) SD Distance No. of Nerves
(cm)
1. | This auther 2.7 0.4 8.8 100
2, | Menaco ML(lo) 3.1 0.2 9.8 34
1)
3. Krogness K 3.5 0.5 12.5 21
4. | Eisen A(® 2.8 0.4 - -
: (8)
5. | Cherington M 1.8-3 - 5-8.5 25
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