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C linic study of combination of spasfon and laughing gas in painless artificial abortion of outpatients

FU Wen'jun1 , LOU Hong'ying2 (1. School o fMedicine of ] inhua Occupation Skill Institute, Jinhua-321000, China; 2. Depa rtment
ofGynecology & Obstetrics o f Affiliated Sir Run_Run Shaw Hospital, Zhe jang University School of Medicine, Hangzhou 310016, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To study the effect of combination of spasfon and laughing gas in painless artificial abortion. METH-
ODS 400 cases of early pregnancy patient who came from gynecologic clinics were recmited and were divided randomly into two
groups ( group A: combination of spasfon and laughing gas, group B: laughing gas only) . Oxygen saturation, dilaton of cervix, hemor
thage, operation period, effect of easing pain and the incidence of artificial abortion syndrome during operation were evaluated. RE-
SULTS The group of combination of spasfon and laughing gas had better effect of easing pain ( P <0.01) and more perfect dilation of
cervix ( P <0.05) during operation. However, no obvious difference was confirmed in oxygen saturation, hemorrhage and operation pe-
riod between two groups ( P >0.05). CONCLUSION Ther are bettereffects of com bination of spasfon and laughing gas than laugh-
ing gas only in painless artificial abortion.

KEY WORDS: laughing gas; spasfon; painless artificial abortion
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1.2 Tab 3 Comparison of oxygen saturation, hem orrhage and ope ra-
s tion period between two groups
5 5 % (mL) ( min)
; 4 ~ 7L 200 98.8 *0.64 10 5.1 5.542.3
ENTONOX 5 50% N, O 50% 200 98.24 £2.21 9.12 *4.97 5.31 £3.92
( ) 80mg P >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
(40mg/4mL ),15min s
> [2]’
R 8 ~10 , 0.2L,30s . s s
s ,30 ~50s s
1.3 >
1.3.1 B : s s , ) >
il ) il s
s s , v [ .1 R
VIV > 5
1.3.2 : WHO o, . , (]
27 5 6~7.5 15min s
; , 4 ¢,
~7.5 , 5~7.5 s s
1.3.3 > 5
2 s
2.1 , .
(P<o0.01), 1. ,
1 (D) s
Tab 1 Comparison of the effect of easing pain between two groups . (2) ,
(3) , - (4
1 I 1I-1v v . s
% % % ISmin
200 110 55 78 39 12 6 0 0 30 ~50s, ’ .
200 20 10 124 62 56 28 26 13
P <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
2.2 176, | ’
2 N 0, | | |
74 126 (P <0.05),
2.
5 [1] .N, 0 [J]. s

Tab 2 Comparison of dilation of cervix between two groups

1986,7(2):74.
[2] , . [M]. 2

,1997:225,272.

200 176 22 2 [3] s s
200 0 74 126 [J]. ,2002,23(4):390, 426, 429.
p <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 [4] Lovue D, Delvaux M, Staunout G, et al Zntmcolonic injection
2.3 . (P of glycerol: a model for abdom inal pain in irritable bowel syn-
>0.05), 3. drome [ J]. Gastroenterology, 1996,110(2):351-361.
3 [5] Andemenm FA. Final report on the safety assessment of phloro-
(N, 0) (0,)1:1 , glucinol [ J]. J Am Cell Toxicol, 1996,14(6):468-475.
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