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Abstract AIM To compare the anesthetic effects of propofol
combined with fentanyl lornoxicam or nefopam in painless
METHODS

scheduled for painless artificial abortion were randomized into

artificial abortion. 180 early pregnant women

group F Land N n=60/group to receive intravenous fentanyl

1 peg/kg
respectively. Intravenous propofol 2 mg/kg was given in all groups

lornoxicam 0. 16 mg/kg or nefopam 0. 4 mg/kg

and 0. 5 mg/kg was added according to the patients’ responses.
Mean arterial pressure MAP  heart rate  HR  respiratory rate
RR  pulse oxygen saturation SpO, operation duration re-
covery time sedation scores orientation postoperative visual an-
alogue scale and side effects were recorded. RESULTS MAP
RR HR and SpO, decreased in all of the 3 groups during opera-
tion especially in group F P <0.01 . All the patients were
awake 2 min after operation. There were statistical differences in
the degree of injection-induced and uterine contraction pains
between any 2 of the 3 groups P <0.05 and the injection-in-
duced pain was most severe in group N and the uterine contraction

pain was mildest in group L. CONCLUSION

propofol combined with lornoxicam is an optimal strategy for pain-

Intravenous

less artificial abortion for the reliable anesthetic and analgetic
effects and light cardiovascular and respiratory depressions.
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0.4 mg/kg + 2 mg/kg. 1 n=60 zts
6 h. Sp0,

mmHg /min % /min

F 94.3+4.9 89.9+9.8 99.3+0.8 16.9+1.7

10 mL
45 ~60 s 2 mg/kg
45 ~60 s

79.6 £4.0° 79.7+7.6° 90.9+1.3> 11.1+0.8°
85.8+4.5° 82.7+7.7° 98.8+0.7° 15.0+0.7°
L 94.0+5.3 90.8+9.1 99.2:0.9 16.8x1.7

0.5 mg/kg
85.3+4.1> 84.1x8.9* 91.5:1.1> 11.6+0.9®
SpO,
88.8+4.2> 87.0+8.8"> 98.9+0.9 15.1x0.7°
N 93.7+5.1 91.1+9.0 99.3x0.9 16.9+1.7

83.1+4.7* 82.5+8.7* 91.1+1.3%® 11.2+0.9%

bo ab b b
MAP HR SpO, RR . 88.3+4.2> 85.4x8.1" 98.9+0.9° 15.1+0.8

P<0.05u5sF N PP <0.01 s °P<0.05usF N. F +
L + N +

min min min mg
visual analogue scale VAS F 1.2+0.4 6.4+1.4 4.2+1.5 90.68 +16.01
- + +H L 1.4+0.4 6.3+1.5 4.1+1.5 91.12 +16. 81

H H N 1.3+0.4 6.6+1.6 4.5x1.6 91.48 +16.64

+ - . F + L + N +
SPSS10.0
t

S-N-K n=60 n

Kruskal-Wallis

-+ H#H - o+ H -+ H
2 F 33 20 6 1 34 21 5 0 4 20 3

L 30 23 6 1 2> 16 2 0 2 20 38
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