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Abstract

AIM: To compare the anesthetic effect of propo-
fol plus fentanyl vs sevoflurane in gynecological
laparoscopic operations and assess their effect

on the digestive system and the patient’s quality
of life.

METHODS: One hundred and fifty-eight gyne-
cologic patients who underwent elective laparo-
scopic operations at our hospital between June
2011 and June 2013 were randomly divided into
two groups (n = 79 for each group): an observa-
tion group and a control group. The observation
group was anesthetized with propofol combined
with fentanyl, while the control group received
sevoflurane for anesthesia. The anesthetic effect,
adverse reactions of the digestive system, and
the patient’s quality of life were compared be-
tween the two groups.

RESULTS: The operations were successful in all
the subjects. There was no significant difference
in the anesthetic effect between the observation
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group and control group (P > 0.05). The number
of patients who developed nausea and vomit-
ing and their severity in the observation group
were significantly lower than those in the con-
trol group (P < 0.05). The patient’s quality of life
was significantly better in the observation group
than in the control group (P < 0.05).

CONCLUSION: Propofol combined with fen-
tanyl in gynecological laparoscopic operations
has better anesthetic effect and less impact on
the digestive system and can therefore improve
the quality of life of patients.

© 2014 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights
reserved.
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