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Clinical Observation of Therapeutic Efficacy of Assistant Epidural Anesthesia of Fentanyl versus Midazol-
am
FENG Xue-zhen, XU Ying(Linhai Hospital of TCM, Zhejiang Linhai 317000, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To observe therapeutic efficacy and safety of assistant epidural anesthesia of fentanyl and midazolam.
METHODS: 78 epidural anesthesia patients were randomly divided into observation group and control group. All patients were giv-
en phenobarbital sodium 100 mg and atropine 0.5 mg intramusculary 30 min before operation. HR, SBP, DBP and SPO. were mon-
itored by monitor. Observation group was given fentanyl 1 pg/kg intravenously 10 min before operation for epidural anesthesia, lum-
bar intervertebral space as puncture site, epidural injection of 2% lidocaine 3 ml, and then additional 2% lidocaine 3 ml if no
spinal anesthesia sign after 5 min. Control group was given midazolam 0.04 mg/kg intravenously. Both groups inhaled oxygen
4-6 L/min via face mask. Therapeutic efficacies of 2 groups were observed, and VAS, Ramsay, HR, SBP, DBP, SPO, and ADR
were observed before and after anesthesia. RESULTS: The total effective rate of observation group was higher than that of control
group; there was statistical significance (P<<0.05); HR, SBP, DBP, SPO., VAS and Ramsay sedation score had no statistically
significant difference between 2 groups before anesthesia (P>0.05) ; HR, SBP, DBP, SPO. and Ramsay sedation score of 2
groups after anesthesia were significantly higher than before anesthesia, and the control group was higher than the observation
group; VAS of 2 groups was were significantly higher than before, and the observation group was lower than the control group(P<C
0.05). No significant ADR was found in 2 groups during anesthesia (P<<0.05). CONCLUSIONS: The assistant epidural anesthesia
of fentanyl is more effective and safer than midazolam.

KEYWORDS Fentanyl; Midazolam; Epidural anesthesia; Therapeutic efficacy; Safety

R RSB T SRR RS I ARBELHE  JL 7 R AR RSN 1 WS

B A R B R TR DB MM LR 11—

Ay X3 A S TSP SRR i R4/ BRI 3 55 T R LA PEFEFRBE 2013 4F 1 H — 2013 4F 12 H Wih il 78 11 fif i
TEBOLHY T, BAT R B 2 R o (EUR ICRBEIE e Hop, B 30 5], Lok A8 105 AR IS 18~56 %, -4y
OPBHA AN TE 4, SRR BRI ARIRL, (3624 5.7)% 5 I 140, R 4 VIR 30 91, T WU 75
IR F A BRI, 7 AR RS L SEARIERORY . 25 RIE 4oty 6 451, 1 S5 03s0 VI3 28 1), 432 2% [ BRSPS T2 23 (ASA)
e FISEAURBFEURZY 5 B0 T BERRAMREE, ARG fhgg o |~ T4, ARt Tt IS RGEHRE AT
HSRAGAI LY T RIS S AU EARBITER BRI gk, HEBR AR A IR ORFR e IR 5M R S
T IFRIERVIEME CHIINERSMIREFIOACR AL RRE, UL s i iy s BB T 05 4940y AR ALRIAT B AL

=

HIRIAY IS o WREEL 16 491, 2k 23 195 44 18~52 %, P-4 (35.4 +5.9)
s R, BFSE I BRI . HLi% : 0576-85112150. E-mail: A KT 41~82 kg, 19 (60.4 + 4.6)kg; ASA T 2% 174, 11
396507504@qq.com gr 2245 0 E 6 49, bR R VIBE 16 4, T B WU T8 214

- 3410 - China Pharmacy 2014 Vol 25 No. 36 TEZEE 2014 55 002 o



5], O S R IR 13 49, ok REZH 53 14 ), Lok 25 )5 AR R
20~56 %, -1 (36.0 + 5.4) % ; i 45~80 kg, “F-44(60.1 +
4.8)kg; ASA T 21961, T 9% 20 1] ; 0B 7= 8 441, b 2 A IRk 14
B, T B WU 5 4 2 4], 5P SRR DIk 15 6, PRAL AR 1t
ARy ARTT R ASA SR TR AE — R LR, 22 5
TG it2 B L (P>0.05) , A ATtttk o ASHESE 5 R 438
B2 e ZE O S At T A R S R R B T AT R)
A
1.2 FB#%AHZE

Ji A B FARET 30 min 25 7K B EL 2244 100 mg G &b
0.5 mg, LRSS . WP UK (AR ) , Wi HE (SBP) (&7 5K
JE (DBP) | il A4 AR (SPO.) o WLZELH £ 5 ARG 10 min &k
R CHLB AR 29 A R B A RA L Bk 0.1 mg)
1 pg/kg Ji , AT IR AR , L4 T AR B A HE AR R B b 2
A7 TR 1A 2% F) 2R B 3 ml, WL5E 5 min, QITC4H
JREIE L )G, X RIB N 2% R Z R K 3 ml, X HRALEH AT
BRIk I (V195 A2 2 1 42 B A PR 7], BLAS - 10 mg) 0.04
mg/kg, FKES . I E 25 T 1 S 44 4~6 L/min.
1.3 WMEZIER

LR T 2H B S PR AL AL (VAS) 14> . Ramsay A
TESY , BRBSHTS HR, SBP .DBP.SPO, KA BL 2 o s A= 15 1AL
14 MRFAIEFRAE"

(1) 534 BUR SR AT, TP, AT B 265, F 8
WA SR, BB LR TC N 5 (2) 78 250 SR 508 A, e mldd
BRI V] 257, FAHUE WA, FHRIE IS &, B A ANl

B IEAE PR SR 5 (3) JCRL - SR OR — M, FREEP L T il
B PG 2 080 4 B BRI, 45018 U 5%, T L # P 0 i
K, BEYRAE . AR = (AL A 250 8 51
$0x100% .,
L5 FitFERHE

K ] SPSS 16.0 Geit- 1 A X 45 Rk AT G i3 7 o It %
BHAX £ 5 KR, R K50 THECRORH L AR ROR R KR
P<0.05 HZERA G Lo
2 R
2.1 WABEREYRILE

WA 8 SRR 2w TR, 2R A gt g
M(P<0.05) , FEMLFE 1,

x1 FABEREBRILEG(%)]
Tab 1 Comparison of therapeutic efficacy of anesthesia be-
tween 2 groups [case(%) |

151 n B3 A TR BAHYE, %
W4 39 29(74.4) 10(25.6) 0(0) 100.0
WA 39 19(48.7) 16(41.0) 4(103) 89.7

Ve 422

P <0.05

2.2 W4HEEFEBE HR . SBP DBP SPO.LLEZ

FETFHT G 2H A % HR .SBP .DBP . SPO, [0#%, 2% % L4112
FE X (P>0.05) ; REE ) P4 2% HR .SBP . DBP,SPO. 3 i
o T [P ZE BRI, (HLNS B ZH i T LR A, B2 R A it R X
(P<<0.05), 10L& 2(1 mm Hg=0.133 kPa),

%2 W/HHEEHR SBP DBP SPO.LLE (X +5)
Tab 2 Comparison of HR, SBP, DBP and SPO. between 2 groups(¥ *s)

] 0 _ HR,Y’}(/minh _ SBP,mmth _ ‘DBP,mmHg“ _ ‘SPOD% _

RRAE IRRAES BRI JRRAES PR JRRAE JRREEE I IHRE
Mgl 39 80.2+8.2 83.1+7.9" 99.2+8.7 102.3£9.2** 90.5+14.2 932+124* 953+119 97.4+153"
XTERAL 39 79.3+7.1 983+9.1" 100.6+9.1 118.9+8.9 90.3+11.7 943+13.0 97.3+12.8 99.9+13.2"

5 [ BRI FES s~ P<<0.05; 5% Bt L 45 :"P<<0.05

vs. before anesthesia: “P<<0.05; vs. control group: "P<<0.05
2.3 TABEREFHIG VASIES . Ramsay SHEH TN LL 1R

TR BT TR 2 R VAS 14> . Ramsay B PE 0 L, 22 57
TGEiHA T L (P>0.05) ; FRIF S M2 B VAS T4 1 2 I
TR PRI AT , HOWERZHAE T X B2 s Ramsay S FH 40 25 =
T IR A RR AT, FOWSE A i TR R, 22 R A St B X
(P<<0.05),1¥ W33,
R3 TWHBEEREH /G VASIES . Ramsay SHEH TS L&

(x+s)
Tab 3 Comparison of VAS score and Ramsay sedation sc-
ores between 2 groups before and after anesthesia(¥ +s)

) p VASTESY, 4 Ramsay’ﬁﬁfﬁill—iﬁ,ﬁ
JBRBEH IR PRI IR

WMEH 39 3.8%0.6 0.7£0.2% 1.2+03 48+0.5™

X 39 35406 1.8£0.6" 1.1£02 24+04"

55 R4 RRBERT FL B : * P<<0.05; 5 X BB A H 4% :*P<<0.05
vs. before anesthesia: “P<<0.05; vs. control group: “P<<0.05
24 ARRE
PRZH R8RS ) A DL B AN R By e A o
3 g
TR BRI AT e 28 7 A N R R B AN, A T RE

TEZD; 20144555 25 45 36 1]

HE R B A BRI A BN BN S RN AR . B
T I R T2 A8 P BRI 7 2 el B A R I . AR 18 , Bl i
JIES 4 IR e 2 WSO BEL S AN 42 109 A i ik 12,79, G B
PR N & A2 2 ) I REME MG A R A . B B A B A R
TR B2y , Al 4R e A R A RR I o 25

IS KIC B R Z R Eh 2 U AU s, B GRS
R /D 2RI 5 Ry s bR e 2 B FH 1 i IS 4/ MRR I Pl
FEDMFIZON T SR AJEAE R T I 3244, AT A 5 A3
SR Z OIS VE AR AL , FRAR R 2024 | R b
I 22 DR R e st Je8e i o 2 L e %) JEC A5G 8, ST 00 Sy 8 R P T
BRI AR T BR B TR AR A2 , A4 8 8 7
PEICAZ BRI BRIA RS AT T AMERF R gz Wk st 1
5 FHEAR T, HAA VE R AR IS P FRaens () ke s .

ABFREE AR SR RS SRR 0 2 R TR IR A
ERAGEITFE L . BB FWALEH HR .SBP . DBP,SPO. 3
2 T RV RRIE R, (EL PR ZH =5 1 LS 4 s VAS 17433 g 2%
TRTF RI LU IERT , EWEELH AR T X B4 s Ramsay BT B 3%
T AR EE T, DU & X R4, 2 R A St &
o WL R PRI M) A DU S RSOV A . R 35K
JE TR B A NRRI SR G, O IS R GEAS RSO 2, I 8l

China Pharmacy 2014 Vol. 25 No. 36 - 3411 -



W P RIS B YDA HIG T 7 AL T ORI L R B R LR

DR ABREFIPCER,TE £ 454003)

hESZES R7334 XHERFRER A XEHS  1001-0408(2014)36-3412-03
DOI  10.6039/j.issn.1001-0408.2014.36.14

B OE OB WES BEREA R A) 4808 T AT TR R B G 09 6 R IT R A At . ik 60 PG T ALY B B R
MAHLE F R E 3 o A st B Aa WL, *TIRE B 40T & B4 1 000 mg/m’, di . de 4k 8 7 30 min; WAL & 5 5 R 4008 77
9 K mh b 25 F SLiY A 48 130 mg/m®, d # Rk iE 2~6 h, BALEH ST R T2 R B A H Ik 1.2 g #Bkifi i, B 8] 5% 8
mg ALK ES, 21dAIAFAR, B F2ANFREFNTA FRRABAALE, 2R NEAEFEAXENALLEERES
TR, AL £ F A 4t FE L (P<0.05), MABFFRAE 3MREFFLE, ZFALLHFZEL(P>0.05), 4it:
& B EIRS LI A 4G T LT AR E g B B A & AR T R A, R A FREAT, TR S EHEAE,

KGEIF  FEAIE I LA ST R ELIE T AL

Clinical Observation of Gemcitabine Combined with Oxaliplatin in the Treatment of Lymphoma Patients
after Failure of Chemotherapy Regimens
MA Hai-yan, XU Ying(No. 91 Central Hospital of PLA, Henan Jiaozuo 454003, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To observe clinical efficacy and safety of gemcitabine combined with oxaliplatin (GEMOX) in the
treatment of lymphoma patients after failure of chemotherapy regimens. METHODS: 60 lymphoma patients after failure of chemo-
therapy regimens were randomly divided into observation group and control group. Control group was given gemcitabine 1 000 mg/
m’ intravenously, d;, ds, for 30 min. Observation group was given oxaliplatin 130 mg/m* intravenously, di, for 2-6 h on the basis
of control group. Both groups received reduced glutathione 1.2 g intravenously and ondansetron 8 mg intramuscularly. A treatment
course lasted for 21 d, and therapeutic efficacy, toxic reaction and survival rate were evaluated after 2 cycles. RESULTS: Total ef-
fective rate and 6 months survival rate of observation group were significantly higher than those of control group; there was statisti-
cal significance (P<<0.05). The toxic reaction and 3 months survival rate of both groups had no statistically significant difference
(P>0.05). CONCLUSIONS: Compared with gemcitabine alone, GEMOX regimen can get a better therapeutic efficacy in lympho-
ma patients after failure of chemotherapy regimens with acceptable safety and can improve survival rate effectively.

KEYWORDS Gemcitabine; Oxaliplatin; Chemotherapy; Lymphoma; Therapeutic efficacy
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