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Fig. 1. (A) Duration of type 1 and type 2 guarding behavior on postoperative day one (D1) and two (D2). The observation period was 10 min.  (B)  Mechanical sensitivity in the injured (ipsi) and uninjured limb (contra) determined as the limb withdrawal rate to repetitive application of a series of monofilaments to the hind paw.   (C) Mechanical sensitivity in the injured paw during postoperative day one and two. (D) Comparison of results on the duration of type 1 guarding when the experimenter was blinded to the drug treatment condition (blinded) or aware of it (open).  (E) Comparison of monofilament test results when the experimenter was blinded to the drug treatment condition or aware of it.  

In Panel D and E, CHEM=Chembridge-5861528 (30 µg intraplantarly to the incised hind paw) and Sal =Saline (intraplantarly to the incised hind paw). All graphs show mean + S.E.M. In Panel A-C n = 9 while in D and E n = 6. Results shown in A-C were obtained before drug treatment.  
* P < 0.05, ** P < 0.01, *** P < 0.005 (t-test with a Bonferroni correction for multiple comparisons).   
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