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Clinical narcotic effects of opioid analgesic for patients in cesarean section
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical narcotic effect of sufentanil for patients in cesarean section. Methods All 150 pa-
tients who received cesarean section were randomly divided into control group (n =75) and treatment group (n =75). The treatment group
was given bupivacaine combined with sufentanil anesthesia,and the control group was given bupivacaine anesthesia. The sensory block and
motor nerve block ,the anesthetic effect,the Apgar score,and adverse reactions of 2 groups were observed and compared. Results The onset
time of sensory block in treatment group was significantly shorter,the duration was significantly longer,and the highest plane of sensory block
was significantly higher than that in control group (P <0.05) ;the maximum time of motor block in treatment group was significantly longer,
the degree of motor block score was significantly lower,and the recovery time was significantly shorter than that in control group (P <0.05) ;
the satisfaction rate of narcotic analgesic in treatment group was significantly higher than that in control group (P <0.05) ;there was no sig-
nificant difference of Apgar score in 2 groups (P >0.05) ;the incidence of hypotension,bradycardia, traction reaction, chills in the treatment
group were significantly lower than those in control group (P <0.05). Conclusion The sufentanil in cesarean section can improve the an-

esthetic effect and reduce adverse reactions.
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