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The efficacy of combination of ketamine and propofol

for sedation in colonoscopy
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Fnquszasd : litoAnwUszavamuaansliio ketamine iy propofol Wsuiisufunsliien propofol
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3N15RNWI : ANWILUU prospective randomized double blinded controlled triallum:ﬂ’m 90 AW i
dosndasdldlvg) Tulssmenuiaumansey Tnsuvadu 2 ngu nguas 45 au leiun ngu ketamine(K) azlden
ketamine 0.5 mg/ke way propofol 1 me/ke way ﬂfcju normal saline(N)aglél normal saline way propofol
1 mg/kg Mﬁ&%ﬂﬂﬁuﬁqaaQﬂdmazlﬁ propofol infusion aghssaliles Tufineusuden sasnsduvesiila
Sasmamela mududureseondiouludon Yunmen propofol A4 91n1stan amzunsndeuiiintu
anuazanlumslandes endoscope szagtamiiuaine uazanufisnelavesfiisuasuneldoindowiaBngg
Tieszfunnudininerdesdiefllfifuuuutuiinnidyddfideataty

HansAnEn : numaAnausudenduazilaudlungy K fesay 13.3 Gadouningu N inufesas
40 eegditudAyYN1Eda (p=0.004) T¥USuen propofol Tunady K 7.41+2.43 me/kg/hr Wesnitlungu N
Y 9.9723.15 mg/kg/hr p8afiifddyn19adi (p<0.001) recovery time Tungu K i1y 10.91 unit Fauu
ninlunga N iy 7.22 Wil (p<0.001) usieenslsfiniu recovery score ndsndesndesiada 30 Wil Wiy
10 lusaoangu unnddfdesndeslungy K fenufisnelainnningu N egnedidoddymeadi (p=0.010) du
auilanalavesfUagliunnsnaiu (p=0.634) linuitaedionnistnlungy K uazlennsuindieadniieslungy
N (p=0.080)

a3U : n15l¥ ketamine $3ufiu propofol ﬁﬂizﬁw%mwﬁiumiisEUﬂawuifﬁﬂ;ﬁﬂaaﬁmdaané’am"ﬂé’lmﬁ
annsomuaNszuulvadsudenliinsdildfinindlewIeuiisutunisli propofol iileaeafien wenantugan
Unaunsld propofol lavilsiiAnnnizunsndouiisuuss fihe vasads unnddeandesuaziirofiansla
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ABSTRACT

Background : Colonoscopy is a procedure that cause considerable pain and discomfort to the
patients.

Objective : To compare and evaluate the efficacy of combination of propofol and ketamine versus
propofol alone for sedation in colonoscopic procedure.

Methods : This was a prospective randomized double blinded controlled trial. 90 patients who
underwent colonoscopy in Mahasarakham hospital were randomly assigned to Kand N groups. 45 patients
in group K received ketamine 0.5 mg/kg and propofol 1 me/kg and 45 patients in group N received normal
saline and propofol 1 mg/kg, the sedation maintained by using propofol intravenous infusion continuously.
Blood pressure, heart rate, reapiratory rate and oxygen saturation were measured. Total propofol dose,
procedural pain, adverse events, ease of endoscpy, recovery time, recovery score and endoscopist and
patients satisfaction were also recorded.

Results : The incidence of hypotension and bradycardia were significantly lower in group Kcompared
with group N (13.3% and 40%, respectively) (p=0.004). Mean total dose of propofol was significantly higher
in group N compared with group K (9.97+3.15 mg/kg/hr and 7.41+2.43 mg/kg/hr, respectively) (p < 0.001).
Recovery time was significant longer in group K compare with group N ( 10.91 min and 7.22 min, respectively)
(p<0.001), but recovery score at 30 min post procedure were similar. Endoscopist satisfaction was more
significant in the K group (p=0.010). There were no significant differences in the patient satisfaction and
procedural pain.

Conclusions : The combination of ketamine and propofol for sedation in colonoscopy had
significantly higher efficacy than the propofol alone because of more stable hemodynamic status, less

propofol consumption, less adverse effects, endoscopist and patients were satisfied.

Keyword : ketamine, propofol, sedation, colonoscopy
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ketamine Lﬁjusﬂuﬂq'm phencyclidine
derivatives aaﬂqwéﬁ NMDA receptor fmsldialu
ﬁmméfﬂLﬁ@lﬁixﬁ’ummiﬁﬂLLaﬂ%mEJuaﬂﬁmmﬁm
Tumsvimanisdu 9 JuenildldesgrsUaonst
oongvisid ansasziuanuiandiaeldfuasions
seiuthnld eneengiiiiudasnsiiuvesiilouas
AauGen oY ketamine sufugnssiuanuian
anaeadenn1viindu WU benzodiazepine,
nacrotic 3o propofol aedinarilinisudsuutas
gosrufudonuarsnnsduvesiiladeudnnsd
angrisnamsmelavesessiumnuidnmamasnidon
fafladu® fnsfnuinisld ketamine Saufuen
fentanyl, midazolam, %38 propofol Tun1svivinans
#1199 1Y dilation and curettage, joint dislocation
reduction or fracture manipulation, minor
urogynecological procedures, gynecological
laparoscopy, breast biopsy™ uslun1sdesnass
aldlug) (colonoscopy) dafinsvinnsAnwties™®
ﬁﬂﬁuéﬁaﬁaﬁmmaulﬁliuﬂWiﬁﬂwnﬁqUizﬁw%ﬂstuaq
nM5leN ketamine $2ufUeY propofol Tun1ssedu
anuAniineiindesndesdldlvg (colonoscopy)

Tnofinguszasdudn Wlefnvuouifisunis
19881 ketamine $auAU propofol wagn15lien
propofol agaiied lunsseiuanuidn fawans
WasuuUamesnududonuarsnsnsduresiila
Tufftheundosndesdldlug uas iiednuiSunaen
propofol A4 @15t svernaiiuainen ane
uwnsndeuiifintu Awasmnlunislandes endoscope
doldsuensyfumwidn wazanuiswelovestay
wazunndrjdeinaassieisnisiienseiuauian

A5Aiiun15I8
msanwasilldunsAnwiuuy prospective
randomized double blinded controlled trial Tu

FUhefundesndednldlng (colonoscopy) Tuvas
iwdwﬁauﬂigmu—ﬁla’mm 2560 31171 90 A ng
wiaidh 2 ngu Aengu ketamine (K) $1uau 45 AL
azlgien ketamine 0.5 me/kg wag propofol 1 me/ke
wae nga normal saline(N) $1u3u 45 AU 9¢ld normal
saline waz propofol 1 me/ke Tnewa3asflefildlunis
ﬁmsnLfJuquﬁuﬁﬂ‘ﬁa;&amﬂﬁmmﬁﬁzyzﬁﬁ;ﬁ%’sLLaz
Fumiddydadau

Feflinarimsdnidendie fe fthengunni
sowiniu 18 U ASA physical status class 1-3 @13158
iilauazdeansnwilngld inausinisdinesn de fihe
flsaieniuszuuilauagsruumelafisuus (severe
cardiorespiratory instabilities) §elsaAuAuLFen
geguusaiimunulailél (severe hypertension) §tae
i fihesanssd fihefilss uiodldlunsin
HUreliuseiRfngswseRnasianda uaziieugias
nsaunside wusiaeeendu 2 ngu nquay 45 au
Tng3Bnsdenvesanvsneuuugy uuadu nguiilssy
normal saline (N) Ll,azﬂfcjmﬁiﬁ%m ketamine(K)
Tnenseu ketamine Turuin 10 meg/ml Adeydnweuia
Qﬁ'ﬁﬁ%’fﬁLﬁuéﬁmawwmﬂutﬁﬁuﬁémﬂﬁm uay
wIsnenunguiigulenoufUiseziFunisssiy
Pwidn Gaunmdidondes Idyduwnddlrensyu
ANNFAN 3é'1’ﬁgzﬁwmmasf;iﬂizLﬁuﬁﬁmﬁ’ﬂﬁyu wazgfthe
fundesndesdldlvg azlinsunguuazuiavesen
Tnedl primary outcome fie n1siUAsuLUaIBY
anufudenuardnsnisiduresiila Jalenunis
Wasuulamesrusuiarsnsnsiuvesiila fe
m'mé’uﬁamﬁw‘%ammé’wﬁamqa Uszidiuanainag
fudenanandaiiutuanmanususuduosas 20
mzhladuivderladui Ussdunnmsiiaty
viieanasesnnsdurewiilaninasududesas
20 Wag secondary outcome fs U3 propofol
4, nmzunsndeuiiintuainanslieisluvay
dosnassuavvasandeinassanldlng, amuianela
suaaLLW%éﬁdaaﬂﬁaaLLaz@ﬂwﬁméaamﬁaaﬁﬂé’tmﬁﬁa
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38 normal saline Ine3dygunvdazlinsunguuas
¥fin09eN Gﬁaéﬂaﬂumjm K agldien ketamine 0.5 me/kg
waw propofol 1 me/kg tUu bolus dose d@ufUaeluy
ﬂﬁjm N a¢l¢l Normal saline uay propofol 1 mg/kg
bolus dose Mﬁﬂ%ﬂﬂﬁuﬁgﬂaaﬁﬂﬁju%iﬁ propofol
infusion 50 microgram/ke/min warUsuiiuvioanas
iaz 25 microgram/kg/min 9n 2 Wil auldsedv
ANuanYeIN1TIEiuANIdnann1sld modified
Observer’s Assessment of Alertness/Sedation
(MOAA/S) score' WU 1 naenaudsan1sdnenass
(MOAA/S scale 0-6: 6 fB NTEIUNTENY, 5 AB ABU
auadldinensdondolussdudesUnd, ¢ Ao neu
aussehadosinsensdendeluseiudssund, 3 fie
nevaussien1sSundolduafedldseaudusiiniund
ViOUUUT 9,2 Ao ABUAUBIHONIINITEAULALE,
1 fie lunevausssenisnsziuwaziagl, 0 Ao linay
AUDIBNIINTEAULAY)
Tusgmiensaesndesaldlngaziinistuiing
Fouaadmmnn 5 uil mndinsanadvesruiuLden
fnannninderay 20 vesruRuEeniiugiu Tims
Snwlaglien ephedrine 6 mg NavaaALAaAR,
mnilgnsmsdumesiladuiing 50 adweunisam
Fudimusudens TWnnssnwdae atropine 0.5 mg
manasadend, Weflhengamelauiunnnii 10
7 eadamadumelalagnisin jaw thrust
maneuver waztaevelalagld mask ventilation wile
el Spo, #nin 90% wazgfthedilimele

%m&aﬁﬁ’uﬁmwdmiﬁmizﬁ’ummifﬁﬂma
vaendons Toun USunase propofol Al 1z
wnsndauditintuniessuuluaioudon Iaun
m'mﬁuLﬁaﬂﬁm‘%ammﬁuLﬁamqa TngUsziliuainan
AuFuLEenanawseLinduainAIaLiuE Ay
Sawag 20, nmziladuiwisemladiudn Tneusediu
InnsIiuT S eanamesnsINIsIiuYeiilaain
ASuduSosay 20, nsunsndeunsszuunsmela
Tun nmzesnduludons lneUsudiuain f SpO,
< 90%, nisteilamaiumelalagis jaw thrust
maneuver Wegthevgamelauuannnit 10 Judi
sudansdestaemelalagld mask ventilation 1ie
{Uhed SpO, #1nin 90% waggfledilimela uonan
thuduenissug wu aneeduldondey, 01nsis
Beudsee, HuSevdamiunnvasy wastdufing way
U ildlunissnwnnzunsndeu

dlewasansdesndosdldlve) Ateaglasuns
QLLaﬁiaiuﬁaaﬁﬂ%ﬁuLLazUizLﬁunﬂ 5 WIrnIdnye
weunavesiniuitlinsunduuarsiavesen Tagld
modified Aldrete score (0-10) Liiadanmannisuaz
dseiensiuasunasesdyyadn n133anaa
nsmela arzesndiauludenwasnisiadeulm
Tufin recovery time uduszozinamdandendas
aldlugiaSaau Modified Aldrete score > 9 uay
Judin recovery score (lngly Modified Aldrete
score 0-10 ) #dsNLESINTTARINADY 30 W

Yuine1n1suanlagly numerical rating scale
(NRS, 0-10) Iae 0 fo lsitan, 1-3 #s Uandnilee, 4-6
Ao Urnununan, 7-10 Ae Unun i’JﬁJ‘ﬁﬂi%ﬁUﬂﬂu
fanelavesUhe (Patient satisfaction) tneuvadu
4 sgeu Ao fanelaunn (very satisfied), Manela
(Satisfied), e 9 (neutral) wag ldflewela (Unsatisfied)
Juiinaugzmnlunislanass colonoscope (ease
of endoscopy) nunndgdsindeudugusyiiiu
Tnsuuadu Tdndaadnluladreunn (effortless), 1d
nasanlUledne (Easy), fedldusslunsldndoane
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Ussua (fair) Aesldussegrsuinlunislanaes
(Difficult) uazszAuANNianelavasunmdddondas
(Endoscopist satisfaction) Ineuuadu 4 sy e fia
walanin (very satisfied), Nawala (Satisfied), Lag 9
(Neutral) wag ldflawela(Unsatisfied) wagiudinanil
AMzunsngoufiisadosiunisdoindas wau
perforation

nMynTendeya Hneideyanisaialay
THlUsunsumpuRIADs afATanssauun (Descriptive
statistics) 19 dusesay Anadsuazdruds sy
1IN A0AT91989 (Analytic statistics) unpaired
student ‘t’ test Way chi-square test lagiuuae
p-value <0.05 LansdedrAgyneana

A1919 1 Yoyaiugiuvethe

msfnwassildiumuiureukazlisunis
gugaNNUIeNd13IUN1TIY ANANENTTUNIT
FFesssumM N lunyedlsmeuiaumeansany

NAN13IY

ffthettanan 90 au TumsAnwioglungs
ketamine(K) 3113 45 AU Lavngy normal saline(N)
45 au Mndeyavinlunuinlifmnuunnsatueeadl
WedAgyneafialusuens e ASA physical status
thutin dauge ssesiailunisdesndesdldlug uas

Joustlunisdesndesaildlve fmsns 1

Group K (N=45) Group N (N=45) p - value
Agelyr) : mean(SD) 56.3 (14.1) 58.5(11.7) 0.420
Gender : n(%) 0.520
Male 28 (62.2) 17 (37.8)
Female 25 (55.6) 20 (44.4)
ASA : n(%) 0.518
| 12 (26.7) 8(17.8)
Il 26 (57.8) 31 (68.9)
Ml 7 (15.5) 6 (13.3)
Weight(kg) : mean(SD) 57.4 (12.3) 58.7 (9.8) 0.592
Height(cm) : mean(SD) 159.6 (6.5) 158.3 (7.7) 0.396
Duration of Colonoscopy(min) : 23.1 (14.6) 21.6 (11.6) 0.584
mean (SD)
Indication : n (%) 0.710
Constipation 7(15.6) 2(4.9)
Diverticulum 1(2.2) 1(2.2)
Bowel habit change 4(8.8) 3(6.7)
Lower Gl Bleed 7 (15.6) 10 (22.2)
R/O Colorectal tumor 18(40.0) 20 (44.4)
Chronic diarrhea 2(4.4) 3(6.7)
Others 6(13.4) 6(13.4)
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A1379 2 zunsndeuiiinerfesiuenseiuauidn wasinerdesiunisdesndesanldlvg

Group K (N=45) Group N (N=45) p - value

Sedation-related : n (%) 7 (15.5) 18 (40.0) 0.031*
Cardiovascular 6 (13.3) 18 (40.0) 0.004*

Hypotension 5(11.1) 15 (33.3) 0.011*

Bradycardia 1(2.2) 3(6.7) 0.306
Respiratory 0 0
Other

Dizziness 1(2.2) 0 0.315
Procedure-related : n (%) 0 0

“significant at p-value < 0.05

NN 2 NUMTARAMITATINdDUT LA 7
A1 (15.5%) lungu ketamine(K) uaz 18 AU (40%) Tu
n&u normal saline(N) {ianMeunsndounsszuulva
Geudessnnilan nususudensh (Hypotension) Tu
ngu ketamine(K) $ovay 11.1 Farfauninlung
normal saline(N)iAn3asay 33.3 sgnafitudAnis
adf (p=0.011) waznurlawiud1(Bradycardia) lungu
ketamine(K) Sewagz 2.2toun31lungu normal
saline(N) Janu¥esas 6.6 wiliifinrmuansnaiuogis
HrldAneadia (p=0.306)

fgaelungy ketamine(K) 1 Ay (2.2%) ity
a1y deudsweualinulungu normal saline(N)
(p=0.315) linunngunsngeunsssuumamelanag

#1979 3 Total propofol dose, Procedural pain,

amzunsndeuiifentostunsdesndosniaosngy
USune propofol #ldidu me/ke/hr lung
ketamine(K) Hognitlunga normal saline(N) ag1ail
HodAgmeadid (p < 0.001) linudUleiionnisuin
Tungu ketamine(K) (NRS=0) uazilonnisuanuiieaian
oy (NRS @@y = 0.07) lundy normal saline(N)
(p=0.080) NUIITrEZLIANARENS I INABINE B
aldlua)ia3aau Modified Aldrete score > 9
(recovery time) lungu ketamine(K) iy 10.91 w19
Faununilungy normal saline(N) Awinifu 7.22 undi
pgslladAgYN9ads (p < 0.001) uway recovery
score ndN@BINdBLAZY 30 WiFt whitu 10 Tuie
doangy Aanandlunisng 3

Recovery time and Recovery score at 30 min post

colonoscopy

Group K (N=45) Group N (N=45) p-value
Total propofol dose(me/ke/hr) : mean(SD),range  7.41(2.43), 3.45-13.06  9.97(3.15), 5.73-18  <0.001"
Procedural pain(NRS): mean(SD),range 0 0.07(0.25), 0-1 0.080
Recovery time(min) : mean(SD),range 10.91(6.43), 3-25 7.22(3.46), 1-15 <0.001"
Recovery score at 30 min post colonoscopy’ 10 10

“significant at p-value < 0.05, 'Uszifiulaeld modified Aldrete score (0-10)
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M1379 4 ANwazAIntunisldndes endoscope, ANUNINELIVDIUNNER

aanavdkarANianelavesae

Group K (N=45) Group N(N=45) p-value
Ease of endoscopy 0.262
Effortless 29 (64.5) 22 (48.9)
Easy 15 (33.3) 20 (44.4)
Fair 1(2.2) 3(6.7)
Difficult 0 0
Endoscopist satisfaction 0.010"
Very satisfied 38 (84.4) 27 (60.0)
Satisfied 7 (15.6) 18 (40.0)
Neutral 0 0
Unsatisfied 0 0
Patient satisfaction 0.634
Very satisfied 34 (75.6) 32 (71.1)
Satisfied 11 (24.9) 13 (28.9)
Neutral 0 0
Unsatisfied 0 0

“significant at p-value < 0.05

MnmsUsziiuvoummdddesndeaneaiumn
avnanlunisldndes Endoscope wuin Hduiugiae
fanunsoldndoadnluldieann(effortness) Tungu
ketamine(K) winfiu $esay 64.5 winnin Tungy
normal saline(N) Fawiiu fowaz 48.9 usieenslsfin
Tagswliiinnuunnensiueg198dedrAgynieaia
(p=0262) AefumLTiansla unndidesndaslu
nau ketamine(K) fnnufianeladnuaunnnnintungy
normal saline(N) ag13iitidAgyv19ata (p=0.010)
druenufiswelavestitaelaiunnseiulusisansngu
(p=0.634) slauanslunisns 4

PRI
nsAnwrduansdaUszansanvoanislid

ketamine 531U propofol Tun1ssedumnuidniiae

90 38 fudesndesaldlvg lulsmeruiaumansaiu

HAN1SANYINUIN NITIA ketamine wag propofol
Ffiu fusednsamlunisaivauszuuluaiowdon
TmafildRnindledieutunisli propofol iiieseena
Wen namfe Warnududensfosas 9.1 uagiila
wWutFesay 2.2 Tunguitlsl ketamine 32ufy
propofol Fanutesninguiild propofol iflesoens
e finunisifaanududensfisiesas 333 uaz
Wmladudiriosay 6.7 Ingeduiglaain v1 ketamine
%ﬂixé]:u sympathetic nervous system aaﬂqwéLﬁm
nTnswuvesinlawazanusuden a1ld ketamine
srufugnsfumnuidnmanasaidensiviindu 1wy
benzodiazepine, nacrotic #3e propofol AxdNainti
mMsdsunlaweinuduideniardnsnisduves
lareuinnei’ Ssaenndesiunisinyived Bahattin
T wavAnzifnwnavean1sli ketamine 0.3 ma/kg
32uU81 midazolam 0.02 mg/kg, fentanyl
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1 meg/kg WisuiisuRunguitlalli ketamine lunis
sziuanuiangdUaefiundeandosdldlung danuin
FTAUANAULEDA mean systolic blood pressure
wiiil 4,68 uaz 10 Tunguitlslil ketamine Andnly
Nauiidl ketamine oeaiTifudfamaifi(p<0.01) way
STAUANUAULADA mean diastolic blood pressure
it 4,6 wag 8 Tunauitlaiil ketamine Andlungy
7ifl ketamineagefitfuddyun19adf(p<0.05)° way
donAdosfun1sAnYIves Amomyotin S wavmueil
AN INaT0INTIAENTINAUTENIN ketamine 1 mg/kg
U midazolam 0.02-0.03 mg/kg Wag propofol 0.5-1
mg/kg Wisuitsuiunguitlallyr ketamine Tunnsssdu
mwiEngteiindendesdlélug) wanisdnw wu
mafnmuiudonduazilaiuiifesay 14 lungu
% ketarnine %ﬂwvﬁaﬂﬂdﬂuﬂﬁjmmﬁmﬁ ketamine
agnaditfudfuneadn(p=0.019) inunsiiaAus
Gensuazimladuinfosay 30° wanudeatuiu
NM3ANWIY0Y Tosun Z LazAny ﬁﬁﬂwﬂuﬁﬂamﬁﬂ
90 au fiundeindesniiudlddudu(Upper
gastrointestinal endoscopy) WU3gulieuUszancna
uazAuUaenfusznIen1slien propofol 59U
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