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Abstract

Objective: To explore the effect of B-ultrasound guided saphenous nerve block and femoral nerve
block in day surgery of high ligation and stripping of great saphenous vein. Methods: In this study,
92 patients who underwent day surgery for high saphenous vein ligation and stripping were col-
lected in our hospital from August 2018 to August 2020 as the research objects, and they were
randomly divided into the study group (n = 46) and the control group (n = 46). The study group
used ultrasound-guided saphenous nerve block, and the control group used B-ultrasound guided
femoral nerve block. The block success rate, hemodynamics, VAS score, and lower limb muscle
strength score were compared between the two groups. Results: The comparison of blood pres-
sure and heart rate before, during and after the two groups was not statistically significant (P >
0.05). The block success rate of the two groups was not statistically significant (P > 0.05). The
lower limb muscle strength scores of the study group at 4 h and 8 h after surgery were significant-
ly higher than those of the control group, and the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05).
The VAS scores of the study group 4 h and 8 h after operation were significantly lower than those
of the control group, and the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclusion: In the
daytime operation of high saphenous vein ligation and stripping, the effects of B-ultrasound
guided saphenous nerve block and femoral nerve block are better, but the analgesic effect of
B-ultrasound guided saphenous nerve block is better, has less impact on patients’ lower limb
movement, and has clinical application value.
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2. #RERE
2.1, BEARER

ARSI AE 2018 4 8 F~2020 4 8 Atz T AR 92 fil47 K Fad bk s fr 45 LRI H a1 FAR BN
WX 5, KRB X H i AL (n = 46) 5 X R (n = 46). WEFL4AH, 55 24 45, %2 22 fiil; Fe/ME
W29 %, mKERNG63 L, TN (55.46 £6.61)%; {KH 56~107 kg, “T-IJ4E#3(70.28 + 5.34) kg.
XA, 55 25 0, 2 21 il /MRS 29 X, BORAERE N 63 &, SFIAERS(56.33 + 6.65)%; R H
56~107 kg, “PYJEE(71.24 £5.46) kgo ARWFALEPECHE D RoftiEfme, HEEAHEREHEE T
R A .
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WK A B ABEI S N R b, BB, X 22 R o 3 f2 R AT W L 58, B iRk B
TR KRR AN, EE TR ARRCE . T WL, R A RS O sk . T RS KA
SEVT VR, P =AATEmE X3, X IO B 2 e AT I X 3. SRR e O 7%, TERR R B AT
DX 30 5 B PRR I 24 o 7 At 22 A ) LR B D 0.375% 9 B IR R A 15 ml 347920, B4 B RE AR AL,
T LA 1% R 2 R F 5 ml.

XTHRZRH B BSI 3 N AT . BB, K B0 R EAMNE, X R AT E . ),
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18 5 F AT A IRL AN 0.5 om &b, B ERLSFAT 0 5 a0 b &, e vl 48 A B ) b R B DY
SRz s, BHTFFIEE 0.5 mA, JEALRIESIN, ERAEEE T LR N 0.375%1) 2 Ik X
15 ml FEATIRIE, BEFRHEWEA, T UL 1%MF 2 R E 5 ml. PIAATERZ B A 5E U 30 min Sk 5 4
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WEFEPR: LA AP I . Miitsh (s OF) ARG 4h. RJG 8 h K VAS ¥F4F1 K
L A1E43
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J1; 540 IEH
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Table 1. Comparison of blood pressure and heart rate between two groups (X +S)
F 1 FEABENME. DEREE(XLS)

4H 51 Wi s (mmHg) # 7K & (mmHg) L (PR /min)
AT A ARJE AT A P NE ARHT A P NE

(h?]{?%fg) 135.22 £ 10.31 132.98 + 11.14 135.37 +10.38 76.53 + 8.82 78.47 +9.24 71.28 +7.35 75.24 +7.12 73.38 +8.47 73.85 + 6.56

W HE ]
(ani‘xg) 136.34 £ 10.57 134.37 + 11.05 133.46 + 10.75 76.67 + 8.87 77.48 +9.07 72.46 +7.84 78.13+8.04 75.36 +8.31 76.79 + 8.89
t 0.455 0.532 0.767 0.067 0.459 0.659 1.615 1.001 1.597
P 0.650 0.597 0.446 0.947 0.648 0.512 0.111 0.320 0.115

3.2. MABENTHRANES . VAS WESHLE

WHRHEFHENRG 4he K5 8h KNI R & TXEA, ZH7A G5 (P <0.05); #IF
HEFHARJE 4h. RJF 8h [f] VAS P8 W BART XL, ZERA ST (P <0.05). W& 2.

Table 2. Comparison of The lower limb muscle strength scores and the VAS scores between both groups (X + S , scores)

2. FHBENTHRNAITES . VAS SR (XS, 4)

A5 TR VAS P45
AJE 4h AJE 8h AJE 4h AJE 8h
WL (n = 46) 4.53+0.52 4.75 +0.47 4.31+1.05 1.12+0.32
XTERZH(n = 46) 1.71+0.69 3.67+£0.37 526+ 1.19 3.28+0.85
t 19.583 10.833 3.592 14.269
P 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.000
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BURZCRA R, ARRMNED[1L]. ARG R TR, PHHRIME. G2 R A 2 TR gt % X
(P >0.05). HHFLANRSG 4 he RJ5 8 h TP R & T X, B RAARE 4he RiE8h K
VAS W B BAR T AR, 2 3G G245 (P < 0.05). AHE 7t 4k 55 H 5 i 78 s e A — 5.
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