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[ Abstract |

Objective To observe the effect of target-controlled infusion of different doses of sufentanil com-

bined with etomidate on elderly patients with tracheal intubation response. Methods Forty-eight elderly patients under-

going general anesthesia in our hospital from May 2014 to September 2015 were selected as the research subjects, ASA

grade from [l to grade IlI, and were randomly divided into two groups with 24 cases in each group. The observation

group was given target-controlled infusion of sufentanil 0. 35 pg/ml and etomidate 0. 5 pg/ml for anesthesia induction

while the control group was given target-controlled infusion of sufentanil 0. 40 pwg/ml and etomidate 0. 5 pg/ml for an-

esthesia induction. The hemodynamic changes and the incidence of adverse reactions were compared at the anesthesia

induction. Results According to the result of the analysis, the heart rate and mean arterial pressure in the patients in

the observation group were more stable than those in the control group before and after the intubation and 1, 3, 5 and

10 min after the intubation( P <0.05). There were no significant differences in the values of BIS during the induction

period between the two groups( P >0.05). Conclusion Target-controlled infusion of sufentanil 0. 35 wg/ml and etomi-

date 0.5 pg/ml has little effect on the tracheal intubation response in senile patients and has more stable hemodynamics.
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