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Exploration and prospects of regional anesthesia animal models
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[ Abstract]  Regional anesthesia is important in clinical anesthesia work, and with the wide application of
visualization tools such as ultrasound, regional anesthesia is increasingly used by clinical anesthesiologists. However, in the
basic and clinical research of regional anesthesia, the corresponding research has been hindered by the lack of reliable and
stable animal models of regional anesthesia. In recent years, with the assistance of new visualization tools, great progress
has been made in the establishment of regional anesthesia animal models. In this review, the types and establishment

method of regional anesthesia animal models that promoted the development of regional anesthesia were reviewed, and the
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future prospects were discussed.
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Figure 1 Schematic diagram of L5-L6 spinal block

model in dogs
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Table 1 Animal models of intravertebral anesthesia
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