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Dezocine on Analgesic Effect and Immune Function before Anaesthesia
of Cervical Lymph Node Tuberculosis Surgery

LIN Hao, CHEN Yilin, SUN Zhenquan, YU Shuxia, JI Juan, ZHAO Lingzhi, ZHANG Shaogang
(Anesthesiology Department, Hospital of Nanjing Chinese and Western Medicine Affiliated to Nanjing
University of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Nanjing 210014, Jiangsu, China)

[ Abstract] Objective: To study the effect of dezocine on analgesic effect and immune function before
anaesthesia of cervical lymph node tuberculosis surgery. Methods:; Seventy patients with cervical
lymph node tuberculosis were divided into observation group and control group according to the admin-
istration of drugs before anesthesia induction. Patients in the control group were given 50 mg of flurbi-
profen before anesthesia induction, while those in the observation group were given 50 mg of dezocine.
The patients were assessed by visual analogue ( VAS) score after 6, 12 and 24 hours postoperatively to
assess the degree of pain in the 2 groups, and the Ramsay scale was used to assess the sedation in the
2 groups. Before anesthesia, at the end of operation and at 12 and 24 hours after operation, the levels
of CD3 +, CD4 +, CD8 + and NK in peripheral blood T lymphocyte subsets in both groups were de-
tected, and the adverse reactions during analgesia were observed. Results:The VAS scores at 12 and
24 hours after operation in both groups were lower than those at 6 hours after operation( P <0.05 ) and
the VAS score in the observation group was lower than that in the control group at 6 hours after opera-
tion( P <0.05). Compared with those before anesthesia, the levels of CD3 +, CD4 + and NK de-

creased at the end of operation and at 12 hours after operation in both groups; CD8 + in observation
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group increased at the end of operation and at 12 hours after operation; CD3 + , CD4 + and NK were

higher than that of the control group at 24 hours after operation (P <0.05) ; the incidence of nausea

and vomiting during analgesia in the observation group was lower than that in the control group (P <

0.05). Conclusion:The analgesic effect of dezocine before anaesthesia is better than that of flurbipro-

fen, and it is safe and has little effect on the immune function of patients.

[ Key words | tuberculosis; cervical lymph node; dezocine; immune function; analgesia; composure;
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