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Abdominal Surgery in Srinagarind Hospital

Simajareuk S', Ratanasuwan Yimyaem P'*, Sorasit C°, Kaijanad J', Suwanatri K

" Department of Anesthesiology, °

Department of Nursing of Surgery and Orthopedics, Srinagarind hospital,

Faculty of Medicine, Khon Kaen University, Khon Kaen, 40002

nann1InazInalszasd: NIHIAATINBIEIULY
m‘lmm@mmﬂmmqmmlmmmmm ANIIANNT
m’mﬂmmammﬂmm wanzaw sy liglaed
ﬂmmwmmm LAZTIIAANIZUNINT UGN ¢ [ -
ﬂﬂﬂ:ﬂuw’l@mﬂiwadﬂL‘Waﬂﬂw’]ﬂiwﬁ‘ﬂﬁwaﬂﬁiiwdﬂﬂ’m
mam@d@wmmwwﬂm (Acute Pain Service: APS)
AITUNINTaULATANNAINE RGaN1TUSNIIziuLa

Y N”ﬂ's HRRIENANTRINDIRIULIIUITINEN LIRS UATUNS

58nmsdnu: ﬂnmmamﬂaumammmuuu'ﬂﬂms
iwauﬂmmaawmsmmi‘umimmmaaﬂaamuuummﬂ
wnnd 10 ﬂ wazldTuuSmasziuthalas APS Toua
‘Yl?lﬂ‘i:)"] ldun 33m3szdvihe ez WUUANULINFIFA UAZ
@na@ luvaenn sy AzunIndan Hat19Lfes
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panIdnm: §rhodnuwan 417 1o dulngiiduns
KA hepato-biliary (Sauas 79.38) uazaulnglasy
Wata epidural analgesia (Y98az 57.79) UseANTNANNT
sriuthandssnea 24 Talus wohaulwgjthasasunn
(39882 50.50) ﬂﬁiuﬁvl;iﬁmmimmas wumnﬁa@
luinadia epidural analge3|a CRHEE 20 54) (p = 0. 002)
WallSpuiisuszninanadia wﬂw‘mmmﬂmmn
mmlummwnwumnwaﬂfluﬂaw IV Patient Controlled

Background and objective: Upper abdominal surgery

causes severe pain. Effective postoperative pain
management achieveds quality of life in patients and
reduces complications from surgery. This study aims to
study of the efficacy of postoperative pain management,
complications and satisfaction to Acute Pain Service
(APS) for upper abdominal surgery in Srinagarind
hospital.

Methods: We studied from the APS records of upper
abdominal surgery in patients aged more than 10 years
old and received postoperative pain management by
APS. We studied about pain management techniques,
maximum and minimum pain score during at rest and
on movement, side effects and satisfaction.

Results: Totally, there were 417 patients, most in
hepato-biliary surgery (79.38%) and mostly received
epidural analgesia technique (57.79%). Effective pain
management after 24 hours of surgery revealed most of
patients (50.50%) decreased pain symptom. Epidural
analgesia technique revealed free of pain in 20.54%.
(p= 0.002) Between postoperative pain techniques, we
found maximum pain scores at rest in [V PCA of 36.64%
while minimal pain score in IV PCA combined with
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Analgesia (PCA) 30882 36.64 LLa:ﬁaUﬁqmluﬂQmﬂﬂﬁﬂ
IV PCA 3347U spinal morphine (38882 25.71) @4
Infldssnuinafia epidural analgesia (¥9Ua 26.27)
LRz L&JmﬂmumUﬂunamvl,uumﬂﬁﬂml,aﬂlummwn
wumnﬂamlunamvl,mumﬂuﬂ epidural analgesia
(Fouaz 75.86) sasnsanlduinaiia IV PCA 2wty
spinal morphine (Y88 72.33) LLa:ﬁauq@’Luna;u IV PCA
CRHEE 57.48) (p = 0.001)

Nﬂwﬂvlm‘i_lmﬂuﬂ epidural analge5|a “nm‘"ﬂ‘u
mmﬂmaamimmwwu ﬂmﬂummuﬂuamm
(Fouaz 50. 85) uaY m‘v@ummﬂmmmlmmvwm@
Lﬂua@]muﬂmnﬂm (Fasay 75.86)

Tutae 48 Talusndainga Usziniuanisiziu
ﬂmlunauﬂvlmumﬂuﬂ IV PCA $34NU spinal morphine
VL@NalﬂﬂLﬂtldﬂUﬂasJ‘ﬂ‘l@ﬁ‘u epidural analgesia W& L1529
72 "miuwa\‘im@ﬂ epidural analgesia 92AIUANAIN
haldanin

v = dl dl v 1 ﬂl v
87ﬂ75m70LﬂUOY]WUN’]ﬂquﬂVL@LLﬂ E]’]ﬂ’]iﬂﬂuvl.ﬁ

2UIBU NUAATIMILNATBEAZ 11.51 9T IABNLTEAS
10.07 §IUIMIRAUAN WULREITara: 1.44 uazliny
ma:umn%auﬁgmm dilwdiulnaauas 98.16
fanuisnalademsliusnslas APS

a3l UsedntuamIseivtianadsingalas APS luwﬂm
Fasumstheedestassmunlulsmenamueduns
ulnglalseansuad LLazLﬂﬂuﬂﬂIMﬂ‘s:amwa@mgﬂ
éuA epidural analgesia 3898981 lduA IV PCA $78AL
spinal morphine

spinal morphine (MO) of 25.71% and in epidural
analgesia of 26.27%. When compared in free of pain at
rest, we found that the most in epidural analgesia
technique (75.86%), the second in IV PCA combined
with spinal MO (72.33%) and the third in IV PCA
technique (57.48%). (p= 0.001)

The maximal pain on motion in epidural analgesia
technique, patients revealed 50.85% while the minimal
pain at rest in this technique revealed 75.86%.

During postoperative 48 hours, efficacy of pain
management in IV PCA combined with spinal MO
revealed equal to epidural analgesia, however epidural
analgesia reduced pain score better than IV PCA
combined with spinal MO in 72 hours of postoperative
period.

The common side effects are nausea/vomiting
(11.51%), pruritus (10.07%), over sedation (1.44%) and
absent severe complications. The satisfaction on APS
was mostly satisfied (98.16%).

Conclusion: Efficacy in postoperative pain management
in upper abdominal surgery revealed mostly effective
and the most effective analgesic technique is epidural
analgesia and IV PCA combined with spinal MO,
subsequently.

Keywords: Analgesic efficacy, Postoperative pain
management, Upper abdominal surgery
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LTU mimuqummﬂmﬁmmmm (Patient Controlled
Analgesia: PCA) lasmslianmnaaalfeas (IV PCA)
D) Vl’m“ﬁmm"ﬂg’iaa (epidural analgesia) mMILaTueN
Mt [UFURRS (spinal analgesia) LIud #IMIHAR
Uunanansaidnalesuenseiutaalagsmsuuussias
1w Myaasnszivdranenasatdeadiunasing
M3l lasdssudsemu 1Dudu
FiuuITsedImImUAsdssaninanmseiu
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Tu uruneaonssy Tsswenunaaiuasuns wsznineg w.e.
2552-2553 11 mmmvlm‘u I3 UL NLWININNT
i”duﬂaﬂ‘ﬂ%ummum’]wu (Srinagarind standard regi-
men) ANNT N HV098N7IlEN9 epidural analgesia ldur
0.08% bupivacaine W&i morphine 0.02 mg/ml &3%8
#lskn19 IV PCA 'léuri morphine 1 mg/ml uazUSumuiam
AUANWIANNZFUYBINTHNGA

mawa‘nmmiﬁnmwmﬂm ldur e a1y wfia
PoamInea swawiufitdsn 53mivihe sseums
Usnimihe (pain relief) melu 24 Talususnwnasrnga
AZUUUANNLINFIFA LAz ma@lummmn/mm 298y
il 24 Falususnndsrnga wazmelu 72 Falumss
HIAA NNIZUNINTew WAt 19AEd T IATUEN TSIy
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mstufindouaaslulisunsy Access Aaeiulas
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mﬁ,ﬂﬂ”wﬁawa IERARTINTTAU T UNAVDI
Toyalugiluasedn mean + SD ImduuszTapa: Wiy
\Aumasaalasld chi- _square test (¢ p Aiviaundn 0.05
falwiosan) lasldsunsu SPSS (version 17.0)

NanN1IANH

wﬂmmvﬁm 417 Mg Jwwesne 271 18 (Fauaz
64.99) mmmﬂ 54.45 T wfiaaInInnaa faulng) 331
N (saﬂaw 79.38) LunsidaauLas MGG
(hepato-biliary) mauawumummmw 1 uaznafians
sefuthafnlasy mu’twmmmu 241 18 (Fouaz 57.79)
ld@suinadia epidural analgesia Jasadanlaun IV PCA
W% 134 Mo (Sasaz 32.13) IV PCA 324NU spinal
morphine (MO) 911421 36 118 (%’aﬂaw 8.63) uaz IV infu-
sion T1WIH 6 T8 (FDBAT 1 44) Lae Luadmﬂmmumﬁw
Ma3uinadia IV infusion Sswautas 3elinavinan
nanfalunsdifins@nsndioufisudeyaluudaz
wmadiadaly

Ussansnamssziutameln 24 T luensarndaln
MWW ToyaanET eI wIn 303 1 AEINTNIILTIN
founadle sulnSeuss 50.50 ldanuhninans
1aaaadnnn I@meﬂﬂawvl,wmm‘smmam WUNN
ﬂﬁ@llumﬂuﬂ epidural analge3|a (o882 20.54)
sosasanleurinadia IV PCA $2ufy spinal MO (58818
12.50) LLa:wuﬁaﬂqﬂluﬂa;u IV PCA (Saunz 4.49) T4
mmLL@m@mﬁ'uamaﬁﬁfﬂﬁ'}ﬁzymaaﬁa (p = 0.002)
(M7 2)

mJ'Jmlmw@ummﬂmmﬂmmwwnm@aﬂu 2 0%
mu"l,ﬂmnmiﬂmum%mmmﬂmm 4 T2lu9 wutey
ﬂaﬂluﬂmmvlmumﬂuﬂ IV PCA $3uRU spinal MO
(saﬂa‘v 556) LLakumﬂwa@’Lummﬂ IV PCA (Fauac
19.40) Fafanuuandnsiuatnafiiuadynsia (p =
0.013)

fihedfszduanuiagegaluamein dulng)
Jowaz 38.73 thaluszauthunand 589898130882 29.66
thaluszauunn Seuaz 20.59 Waaluszauianias uay
Sauaz 11.03 laiflaanmstha Luamswmﬂuiuﬂawm
anuLthaun wuin Nﬂ’JEI'Y]vL@]‘i‘JJL‘Hﬂuﬂ IV PCA 5780U
spinal MO ma@muuaﬂﬂa@ (Fouaz 25.71) 3098981
ldunnadia epidural analgesia (3088 26.27) WASWL
mﬂﬁq@lumju IV PCA (Sawaz 36.64) udiliiinau
UANAWNUMNIEAR (p = 0.099) (3UN 1A)

dohondszauanudiaagalusmein dulng
Souaz 69.52 liflenmsthalas waz3aoaz 19.40 s
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thaidniasrinin Mndedasas 11.09 Jarmsthathn
na9tethesn  uaz LaJaqusmLmulunawvlwa'ms
UaaLay wmw Nﬂ’mﬂvlmumﬂuﬂ epidural analgesia &
a@mumn‘ﬂm (Feaz 75.86) iaaaamvlmmmﬂuﬂ \Y
PCA 571U spinal MO (saﬂaw 72.33) LLﬂleluaFJﬂi;W]
lunga IV PCA (Saunz 57.48) Fadanuuanananuesnd
WOFIANNEDE (p = 0.001) (iﬂ‘i’] 1B)

mJ'Jmmw@umwﬂfmma@lmmwm_l fulng
Sauaz 57.35 f9n98rmsLheann sesnsuntonas 31.86
haluszautunans Jeuaz 8.82 thaluszaulanies
uasfiRsaSasas 1.96 Mlidainsthe WeuSaudiouls
naummmﬂ’mmﬂ wmwmwvlmumﬂuﬂ epidural
analge3|a m@muuama@ (Souaz 50.85) 3298381 le
wrinadia IV PCA $78nU spinal MO (Sagas 7. 14) UaY
wumnwmiunau IV PCA (3apaz 68.70) G9iiaaa
UANEINUaLIIRBEANIIEDA (p = 0.004) (iﬂJVI 1C)

wﬂwﬂmmummﬂmma@lummwmmJ mui%m
Sovar 36.32 thaiiniion sasasniasas 32.84 I;:JIiJ’JEJvL&I
fanmasthalae Sawaz 24.63 hathunaid wazsesas
6.22 farmithaann awsey uaziiowSoufiouly
na‘:uﬁvl&iﬁmmsmmaﬂ wui gﬂwﬁvl,@‘f%'umﬂﬁﬂ epi-
dural analgesia ﬁﬁ?@ﬁ%’sumﬂﬁqm (3088 38.30) 78984
Wleun nadia IV PCA $7uAU spinal MO (Sauas 37.14)
uae wuuaﬂ‘ﬂa@iuﬂau IV PCA (Sawas 22.83)
BeflanuuandinuatafindAyniaha (p = 0.01)
(5‘]_]1’] 1D)

maLﬂsaumﬂunamﬂ'mwvlmumﬂuﬂ epidural an-
algesia AU IV PCA T2u0U spinal MO Wu11 TAUANN
Uragagaluuniein uazlumindonlw luris 2 inadia
enaseiuhalndidneiilu 48 maiua%aawwm@ WAWLIN
Tuzas 72 T luandarnda Nﬂwwmmummﬂ’mmn
Tuvouewn luﬂauﬂvlﬂiULﬂﬂuﬂ epidural analgesia 33
aﬂmuuaﬂmﬂﬂam%mﬂuﬂ IV PCA 241 spinal MO
(oA 13.87 Uay 30.00) L bilanuuandsnunada
(p = 0.096) luynuaILdeIn wﬂasmm AUAINY
thasnlusmindonlng namvl,mumﬂuﬂ epidural
analgesia 3% ua@muuaﬂmﬁﬂamvlmmuﬂ IV PCA
3200 spinal MO LBWA® (iaﬂaw 22.06 Waz 52.63)
BefienuuandrinuedafinaAymiada (p = 0.007)
(miﬂ\‘lﬁ 3 LLazg'ﬂﬁ 2)

UM ITAsINMIIREIIEIuLe wuems
wauannanue 6 1o (fauas 1.44) I@Uwulugﬂmﬁvlﬁ%'u
wafia IV PCA T80 spinal MO 1 318 14 36 18 (Fauas
2.78) epidural analgesia 4 71 lu 241 18 (30882 1.66)
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uaz IV PCA 1 18 lu 134 318 (Faeaz 0. 75) 2IMINA
a3 uuriavan 48 1o (Faay 11.51) flaamauuss
3718 (Faaz 0.72) I@ﬂwﬂuwﬂmﬂvlmumﬂuﬂ IV PCA
2 e 1w 134 7w (Fouaz 1 49) WaY ep|dural analgesia
1 718 lu 241 e Gowaz 0.41) Nﬂ’mmmmsﬂuuaw
@29MINIIN 42 T8 (Fasaz 10. 07) I@Uwuiuwﬂam
l@3uinadia epidural analgesia 32 718 1w 241 18 (5a Ry
13.28) IV PCA 341U spinal MO 3 Te/lu 36 11 (fauas
8.33) uaz IV PCA 6 718 Tus 134 318 (308as 4.48) uaz lal
wuma%msnfﬁauﬁsumﬁuﬂ

puliDIns APS finsnganislionszivdaa
Jauay 31 I@mmmmmulﬁmLuaamﬂﬂ'mmnauﬂ'mu@
(Fauaz 61.24) sasmauleur me epidural Ailgywn
(30waz 20.16)

lasnwmaudy dihodulngaoes 98.16 fianw
Nenalademsliusnms (Fewaz 85.89 Hanwisnala
VN wasfonay 12.27 walaay) fundesouss 1.84 (6
1) linaladan1suinng I@m%@mamulmummmn
ﬂ'ﬁi‘“\mﬂ’mvlﬂwaF_IGVLN@]LY]'Wlﬂ’Ji

a 4
IV

nslfuimaszivthenasindalas APS lugihe
ARIHNAATaIBIEIRUBIRITINEURAIUASUNS Loy
mwawnwuddnlng ladnmaienmaiianisszivie
fuanzan laun epidural analgesia @9lWUszansua
mysziuthenasringanslusnewn uazmeaiuldeni
WATAEN TIFOANFEINURAILMIANEN L1TW MIFN®N
284 Yimyaem Wazams’ Wi Myrsdudianaddnaasae
MIbAENNI9z9 epidural aaUTuN T LEEN morphine
vl,mamwuﬂmﬂm Walfisunungu IV PCA lugihe
\E mmmwmsumimmmammmuuu MIANT
289 Shapiro uazAm:" WU ALaagpa9TEauaNNLag
maowmmmm@mamaa ’Luﬂam‘lmum morphine
N9TBI epldural [Huasins 2z mmﬁnawvlm‘umma
IV PCA nM3@n®ua4d Freise Laz Van Aken® WU inadi
@ epidural analgesia l%3zaUansI8UTIINLIA L0a
lunssnaanIven waztednias lasiilszandnansay
ARuily 2 FUainairndaa WONINIUEITIAAS AT
MAFLTIA LG UazaINAIAN®I289 Kainzwaldner LAz
Ao’ wunlumsinaatesasEIuLY matansziy
117@ epidural analgesia J7a@1nitanin IV PCA Yaeumns
3230190 UAzNaT9LALs

nuamsAnEIWDn lugag 48 T luausnrarnda
ﬂs:?m%wamﬁzﬁ‘uﬂmluﬂa;wﬁvlﬁi"umﬂﬁﬂ IV PCA
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A.pain score at rest (highest) C.Pain score on movement (highest)
100 100
80 80 *
&0 60
a0 40
20 20
0 0
No pain Mild Moderate  Severe Nopain Mild  Moderate  Severe
B.pain score at rest (lowest) D.pain score on movement (lowest)
100 100
80 80
60 60 i <
a0 40
20 20
0 L 7 0
No pain Mild Moderate  Severe No pain Mild Moderate  Severe

gﬂﬁ 1 i”aua:’uaag}”ﬂ’suﬁﬁmmﬂ’msxé’u@ms] malu 24 Tluswasrndaluusdszinaiie (* = p < 0.05)
(U¥9N 1= Epidural, Wisf 2= IV PCA, uyisf1 3= IVPCA + Spinal MO)

A . & Severe pain at rest
AN WN 1 VaUIWUITW
U » 100
80
I -
Sex 40 —
Female 146 (35.01) 20 —"éi
Male 271 (64.99) 0
Age (yr) Day1l Day2 Day3
Mean + SD 54.45 + 12.90 —e—Epidural ——IV PCA+Spinal MO
Median (range) 56 (12 - 95)
Operation
Hepato-biliary surgery 331 (79.38) Severe pain on movement
Gastro-intestinal surgery 36 (8.63) 100
Pancrease surgery 35 (8.39) 80 =
Splenectomy 8 (1.92) 60
Major vascular surgery 3 (0.72) 40 <
Multiple abdominal surgery 4 (0.96) 20
Number of APS visit (day) o
Mean + SD 217 + 0.79 iy id o3
Median (range) 2(1-5) —e—Epidural  ——I1V PCA+Spinal MO

7N 2 Fewazvasdthonhaszauyuusndiouioy
WINNAKA epidural analgesia waz IV PCA+ Spinal
MO 1 1-3 Junasraa (* = p < 0.05)
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A13791 2 AnuthaNanasnadinan 24 T lusluudasinadia [91uin (Gaaz)]

Epidural IV PCA &

analgesia IV PCA +Spinal MO IV infusion FAINNIRNA* 0

(n = 185) (n=289) (n = 24) (n=5) (n =303)
laiaaias 2 (1.08) 3 (3.37) 0 0 5 (1.65) 0.308
1haaaadaniay 15 (8.11) 5 (5.62) 1(4.17) 1 (20.00) 22 (7.26) 0.638
haaaasdiunas 43 (23.24) 24 (26.97) 9 (37.50) 2 (40.00) 78 (25.74) 0.299
12080849070 87 (47.03) 53 (59.55) 11 (45.83) 2 (40.00) 153 (50.50) 0.134
laifiansthaias 38 (20.54) 4 (4.49) 3 (12.50) 0 45 (14.85) 0.002**

winoma:* hildeys ldmundszduldlugthouens

» Jupaagniata uaznsiesdinmesda ldiusumeaiia IV infusion

M5791 3 szauanuthaSsufisuszuninanafia epidural analgesia UWaz IV PCA+ Spinal MO 1w 1-3 3%

WAIHIAR [31WI% (3088Z)]

INUIN Twiao Twiana
Epidura IV PCA Epidural IV PCA Epidural IV PCA
analgesia +Spinal MO analgesia +Spinal MO analgesia +Spinal MO
At rest (highest) n = 236 n=35 n = 221 n=32 n =137 n=20
No pain, NRS 0 32 (13.56) 3 (8.57) 7 (16.74) 6 (18.75) 31 (22.63) 7 (35.00)
Mild, NRS 1-3 58 (24.58) 11 (31.43) 2 (28.05) 8 (25.00) 43 (31.39) 4 (20.00)
Moderate, NRS 4-6 84 (35.59) 12 (34.29) 2 (37.10) 12 (37.50) 44 (32.12) 3 (15.00)
Severe, NRS 7-10 62 (26.27) 9 (25.71) 0 (18.10) 6 (18.75) 19 (13.87) 6 (30.00)
On movement (highest) n = 236 n =235 n =221 n =32 n = 136 n=19
No pain, NRS 0 5 (2.12) 1 (2.86) 3 (1.36) 0 8 (5.88) 0
Mild, NRS 1-3 25 (10.59) 3 (8.57) (16.29) 8 (25.00) 34 (25.00) 5 (26.32)
Moderate, NRS 4-6 86 (36.44) 11 (31.43) 2 (41.63) 10 (31.25) 64 (47.06) 4 (21.05)
Severe, NRS 7-10 120 (50.85) 20 (57.14) 0 (40.72) 14 (43.75) 30 (22.06) 10 (52.63)

Eeal spmal MO "L@Nalﬂammnuﬂawvlmu epldural
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