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Abstract

AIM: To compare the clinical costs, safety and
comfortableness as well as the satisfaction
degree among examinees and examiners
between sedated gastrocolonoscopy and
conventional gastrocolonoscopy.

METHODS: One thousand and eight hundred
patients undergoing gastrocolonoscopy and 11
physicians conducting such examinations at ei-
ther Zhongnan Hospital of Wuhan University or

Wuhan General Hospital of Guangzhou Military
Command from March 2009 to September 2009
were enrolled to fill out a questionnaire. Of all
patients, 1 000 underwent conventional gastro-
colonoscopy, and 800 underwent sedation gas-
trocolonoscopy.

RESULTS: The two groups of patients had sig-
nificant differences in occupation, educational
background, income level and the source of
costs (all P < 0.01). There was no statistical dif-
ference in the number of patients intolerant of
the examinations between the two groups (P >
0.05). Significant differences were also noted in
the comfortableness and safety between the two
groups (P < 0.01). Although there was no signifi-
cant difference in patient’s satisfaction degree
between the two groups (P > 0.05), the physi-
cians believed that conventional gastrocolonos-
copy was safer than sedated gastrocolonoscopy.

CONCLUSION: Conventional gastrocolonos-
copy is economic, effective and safe, and is
accepted by the majority of patients. Though
sedated gastrocolonoscopy is more comfortable
and less painful, it has a higher price and risk.
Therefore, sedated gastrocolonoscopy is suit-
able for patients who are unwilling to or cannot
undergo conventional endoscopy. Patients who
previously underwent colonoscopy prefer to ac-
cept sedated examination.

Key Words: Sedation gastrocolonoscopy; Conven-
tional gastrocolonoscopy; Comparative question-
naire investigation
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