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Clinical Effect of Propofol Combined Lappaconitine on Analgesic Artificial Abortion
ZHANG Li
(Depriment of Anesthesia, the Affiliated Second Hospital, Nanjing Medical University)

ABSTRACT Objecﬁve: To evaluate the clinical anesthetic effect of Propofol combined Lappaconitine on analgesic artificial abortion
(AAA). Methods: 100 patients who would be performed AAA, were randomly divided into two groups; group A were given Propofol(2— 3mg/
kg, slowly intravenous injection); group B, fistly, Lappaconitine( 8mg slowly intravenous injection), then, Propofol(2— 3mg/kg), fractionated
intravenous injection, according to the needs of the patient, during AAA. Results; Compared with group A, the dosage of Propofol in group B
was obviously small (/=C0. 05), with better analgesic effect(p<_ 0. 05), less severe postoperative uterine contraction pains(PUCP) (p< 0. 05) and
shorter length of stay(p< 0. 05). Conclusion; Pwopofol combined small dose of Lappaconitine, in AAA, is superior to alone applying large
dose of Propofol which has better anesthetic effect, reducing dosage of Propofol and PUCP, etc advantages and is good for eady rehabilitation
discharge of the patients.
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Comparing B and A, "p< 0. 05;

In the graduation of analgesia in operation and postoperative uterine contraction pains, comparing B and A, p< 0.05.
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