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Tab.1 Comparison of the general situation among 3 groups

Case n Agelyear BMI/(kgem™) ASA 1/1 Operation time #/min
30 43.2+6.8 233+3.8 18/12 112.6 +21.3
30 46.4+8.7 21.8+4.4 13/17 105.8 +18.9
30 455+8.1 21.9+42 13/17 107.0 £20.1
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Tab.2 Comparison of post-operative VAS among 3 groups

Group 2h 6h 24h 48h 72h
T group 0.5+0.3 1.8+0.7 3.6+0.5 26+0.6 1.8+0.7 0.9+1.1

S group 0.4+03 2.1+0.8 43£04° 3405 25+09° 1.4+0.9°
C group 12+0.8" 29+ 11" 5.1+0.8"° 48+0.8" 3.6+0.7° 25+13"

* P<0.05, compared with T group; ": P<0.05, compared with C group
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Tab.3 Comparison of post-operative RSS among 3 groups

Group 2h 6h 24 h 48 h 72h

T group 34x1.5 3.1+0.6 2.7+0.6 23+0.5 2.1+0.3 20+0.3
S group 3.5+1.2 29+£0.5 25+0.8 22+04 2.0+0.2 2.1+0.2
C group 33+09 3.1+0.5 24+0.8 22+0.6 2.1+04 2.0+0.2
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Tab.4 Comparison of adverse effects 72 h after surgery among 3 groups

(n)
Adverse reaction T group S group C group
Nausea, emesis 5 13* 17"
Pruritus 2 1 4
Respiratory depression 0 1 1

*: P<0.05, compared with T group; ": P<0.05, compared with C group
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