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E ffect of propo{o] and n itric oxide on panjess nduced
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(Deparrn ent of(Obstetrics and G}mecopg}’ Shouxgan County PeoPle s Hospitayl Shouxjan 232200 China)

[ Abstrac} ()bjectiv:e To canpare the analgesic effects of propop] and nitric oxide on Panless

artific@] aportgon M ethody Two

hundred wan en wit, early pregnancy were randam Y d vided in© wo groaups Propofo] canbined with a [ittle fentany] was used in the
opservaton graupP while 504 nitric oxijde canhmed with 50 xygen was used in the conwo] group The effects of analgesigl cervix

re]axat'pr} the ocaurrence of artificia] ahortpn syndrame and hleeding during the dPeraton werwr opsewed Resultg Both Propofo] and
nitric oxie had good effect of anajgesja and cervix relaxation Propofo] had a beter effect than nitric oxide i artificia] abort'pn( P<

0 05). There was no sgnificantdifference in the occurrence of artificia] ahortion syndrane and the quan tity of pleed ng€ petween the wo

groupsi P>a 05). The tine of hemdyilization of the pPatients ;n e opservaton group s significantly Jater than hat n fe con o]

group( R<q 001>' Conc]usion:s Bothy propof] and nitric oxijde have a good effect of anal8esja in
beter than nitric oxide

[ Key wo rds] abot'prg induced anagesic’s propo{o;l nitric oxie
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