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[ Abstract]

morphine on epidural anesthesia in modified radical operation for breast cancer patients. Methods

Objective To investigate the effects of 0.375% ropivacaine combined with low dose (1.5 mg)
Seventy-five pa-
tients of breast cancer of ASA I ~ I level, scheduled for epidural anesthesia for modified radical operation, were ran-
domly divided into three groups: Group A (treated by 0.375% bupivacaine), Group B (treated by 0.375 % ropiva-
caine), Group C (treated by 0.375% ropivacaine combined with low dose morphine), each with 25 cases. The analge-
sic efficacy and adverse reactions of patients in the three groups during and after surgery were observed. Results
The analgesic effect showed no statistically significant difference during the operation in the three groups. The inci-

dence of adverse reactions in Group B and Group C were significantly lower than that in Group A, while the postopera-
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tive wound pain in Group C was significantly lighter than that in Group A and Group B. Conclusion

It is safe, effec-

tive and economical for breast cancer patients to use 0.375% ropivacaine combined with low dose morphine in modi-

fied radical operation, which is worthy to be popularized.
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