» 2092 - Krgh B 5 0E R 2018 4 7 A & 15 %% 14 ¥ Lab Med Clin, July 2018, Vol. 15,No. 14

< i = - DOI:10.3969/j. issn. 1672-9455. 2018. 14. 021
WEFSSFARAEMNEFEEREAREE N HMNEREINEER N

EEFLRTF c FRRPRS,HBRE - FF
(#HBHhERABRARERMIN, & K5 830000)

 E:HN LMERBEFEFARSEFERRERE L L E LRI RG YR, Fixk #2014 F1
AZ2017% 1 A#fkERA ~‘ABAE&1:I%4§<-;@W%£}1«T BB AR G R 2B H 210 6l AT % &
FRELTFTARRAGARLED > AFRREA05 B FRAEFHA05 4), RPHRALEHBRKE, REL T

BE BB AR (PCIA), AR KA PCIA 8% 3 KR 0.01 mg/kga\ Fe 47 3] 3% 6 mg; Wik F R

PCIA 7 : 34t 0.8 mg/kg A 44128 3% 6 mg, 54 FARI(TD . F R &4 (T2), RJE 24 h(T3) . R
J& 48 h(T4) & B[] & o B A4 Bk o, 5K R B B% S 9% R X 3 (ELISAD el e R B LR £ X T B B & R B
WERRA AR @AM T He @ E8Ef NK @ KF. e Z KA RER L ARENL, £8 5 T1 i
BOBEELE T3 T4t ARB R FERIALTELREAKTFARAZ . BRAEFAFAZIRATFAR
& F 3 KB4 (P<0.05);5 T1 ik, ma s % T2.T3 4= T4 b5 CD3" .CD4" .CD4" /CD8" F= NK 7K -F 34 8]
BHAKEP O RARA LRI ARBR AL FABKEIAB(P<0.05);HABFRERRRA N LA F I, 2R}
RGHFEL(P>0.05), it LHFARREARARLR MEFTARXRBESF TREREREZRAE R
BB, BE UK 2 e S T A BTG R T .

KW MAEF; FRE; BE; EERE; REIHR

FEENSEE R614 XEKFRERD: A MEHE1672-9455(2018)14-2092-04

Comparison of stress response and immune function during postoperative analgesia with
dezocine versus fentanyl in elderly gastric cancer patients with radical surgery
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the effect of dezocine versus fentanyl on stress response and immune
function during postoperative analgesia in elderly gastric cancer patients with radical surgery. Methods A to-
tal of 210 elderly patients with gastric cancer undergoing radical operation in Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Re-
gion People’s hospital from January 2015 to January 2017 were enrolled in the study. The patients were divided
into fentanyl group(105 cases) and dezocine group(105 cases). Total intravenous anesthesia was used during
the operation,and the patient-controlled intravenous analgesia(PCIA) was used for postoperative analgesia.
PCIA solution contained fentanyl (0. 01 mg/kg) and tropisetron(6 mg) in fentanyl group;the dezocine (0. 8
mg/kg) and tropisetron(6 mg) for PCIA in dezocine group. The levels of adrenaline, norepinephrine, cortisol
were measured by enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay(ELISA) at preoperative(T1),immediate after opera-
tion(T2),24 h(T3) and 48 h(T4) after operation. The levels of T lymphocyte subsets and NK cell levels were
measured by flow cytometry. The rates of adverse reactions after surgery were recorded. Results Compared
with T1,the levels of blood glucose, cortisol, plasma adrenaline and norepinephrine were significantly increased
in T3 and T4 in two groups,the above indexes at T3 and T4 were significantly lower in the dezocine group
than the fentanyl group(P<C0. 05). Compared with T1,the levels of CD3",CD4" ,CD4" /CD8" and NK were
significant decreased at T3 and T4 in both groups(P<C0. 05) ,but the above indexes were significantly lower in
the fentanyl group than those in the the dezocine group(P<C0. 05). There was no significant difference in the
incidence rates of adverse reactions between two groups (P>>0. 05). Conclusion Compared with fentanyl,
dezocine can relieve postoperative pain better for elderly patients with gastric cancer undergoing radical sur-
gery,and reduce the postoperative stress response and improve immune function, which is worthy of clinical
application.
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