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Useandnavaensiddrunauuassn Ketamine AU Propofol W3suiigunu Propofol Tunisldntinninasau
naudeeviln I-gel lilasziuanuidnludUiegeany
50U 4nUINg WU, NERIFYEINgT TRNENUIaNmENTANY JIMTANMIETAIY

unAnga

nslmsssfumnusinuuuilulaenslaniininaseundesdesdiunniu suinvasen Propofol fidaean
UffSeviesuresmadumeladauuy shvilfasausuladnmldlundgudaseny nmsitedisdingusrasdide
Anw1Useansuavesnislden Ketofol (Ketamine au1n 0.75 mg/kg 5auAU Propofol 1.5 meg/kg, Ketamine-
Propofol) w3euiiieuriu Propofol 1.5 mg/kg Tunisseiuanusidnlagnislaninninaseundeadesyie -gel lu
HUreg9e1y JULUUNMTITeuuUduvilaiinguniunu (prospective randomized controlled trial) TugfUaeang
wnnivFewintu 65 U 1 ASA status 2-3 iirFunistiienss fuauddnuuuiilulaenislanthninaseunaedes
%iin I-gel Laryngeal mask airway (LMA) filssngnunaumansaiy FEMINLABUAAIAUDINGAANIEU W.A. 2566
windungunaaes 15y Ketofol (Ketamine 0.75 me/kg 39U Propofol 1.5 mg/kg) wazngqualunu lasu
Propofol 1.5 me/ke Tufinn1sdsuwdasvesdyaiadn Ussiiumueindglunsldlaeidygueviaily
nsvriaveseiild nzunsndoussniidduasvdsse fuanuianiivesiniluuazanglu 24 Fluamdende

a o w

Taszitoyalagldadfdmssuuiwazradifidalinsedild Chi-square, Fisher exact test Amuardaddgmi
atdn 0.05
HansAne fgee1giinsnndde 51 518 1Wungqu Ketofol 27 518 uaz ngu Propofol 24 18 wWisuLiay

1Y =

818 ASA status FHANTHIAR FoyayrasTn serdng 2 ngu Liwansnaniu nuShsnsEueiilamauazauiy
Tadnstaslisnetu azuuulunisld LMA ldseiu (p=0.461) sistinudiaeiiuiie 2 910 waslinnigvasu 1 919
lungu Ketofol

a5U M3l4 Ketofol ¥ilvinsAsuutasvesdyaadn, azuuunsdanismadumelalunsld niinan

aseundedesluggenglisieiuiu Propofol wingu Ketofol wugieiiusieuasiineviaouy

AEnATY : dayay10uTN, Ketamine-Propofol, Ketofol, ntininaseundeudes, Heaeny

Corresponding author: 351Uyt 3nti1ns nsény 086-8544330 E- mail : worananramoo@gmail.com
ngueIdydInen Tsmerunaumansaiy 168 a.u9id a.aa1a o.iles 9. umasAm 44000
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The Efficacy of Ketamine-Propofol Mixture Compared with Propofol on I-Gel Laryngeal Mask Airway
Insertion for Anesthesia in Elderly Patients

Woranan Muknamporn, M.D., Department of Anesthesiology, Mahasarakham hospital, Mahasarakham

Abstract

According to the upward trend of laryngeal mask airway using in general anesthesia, the dose of
propofol which decreased upper airway reflex usually causes hypotension incidences in elderly patients.
The purpose of this research is to evaluate the efficacy of ketofol (ketamine 0.75 mg/kg and propofol
1.5 mg/kg) compared with propofol 1.5 mg/kg on I-gel laryngeal mask airway (LMA) insertion conditions
and hemodynamics for induction of general anesthesia in elderly patients. This was a prospective
randomized controlled trial. Subjects were elderly patients (> 65-year-old) with ASA status 2-3 who had
indication for general anesthesia (GA) at Mahasarakham hospital in October to November 2023. They
were randomly divided into two groups; ketofol and propofol groups received either ketofol or propofol
for induction of GA with | gel LMA insertion, respectively. Demographic and hemodynamic variables
were recorded. Appropriate | gel LMA position was evaluated and scored by nurse anesthetists whom
blinding from induction medication. Hemodynamic and complications were assessed at post anesthetic
care unit (PACU) until 24 hours post operation. Descriptive statistics, Chi-square, and Fisher exact test
were used in statistics analysis. The result was considered statistically significant if the two-sided p-value
was less than 0.05.

Results: A total of 51 elderly cases were enrolled, 27 and 24 cases were recruited in ketofol and
propofol groups. Both groups had no different in comparable of age, ASA status, and type of surgery.
Hemodynamic change (lowering of heart rate and blood pressure) and insertion summed score for | gel
LMA insertion of both groups were comparable (p=0.461). There were 1 and 2 cases of hallucinations
and nightmare in ketofol group.

Conclusions: There was no difference between ketamine-propofol mixture and propofol compari-
son in hemodynamic changes and insertion summed score for | gel LMA in elderly patients, but the

ketofol group had more hallucination and nightmare.

Keywords: hemodynamics, ketamine-propofol mixture, ketofol, laryngeal mask airway insertion,

elderly
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uni

wallan1sseiuatnuidnlaentininaseu
naeudes (laryngeal mask airway; LMA) 1Ouiifion
Tuilagiu ilesaina¥rannuszanoidesdoniafu
melatien’ Propofol Wugniraauiidesld sonqns
ﬂiw’ju Gamma-aminobutyric acid (GABA agonist)
iliaavegenimdiniglu 30-45 Junfl szegiiainis
pengnivesilusisnisuiy 10 wiit lindruile
YInssinsanamgaudinazanuisesned1uveanig
dumngladiuuu (upper airway reflex)” vuingnil
14 2-3 meg/kg annsaanUisensesuremasiunela
dhuuu uiiiAsesuladinnils’ lnganizlungs
HaeogiliAnausiladinsegnaifoddny’ msld
Propofol Tugfgeengdndusesanysinuenaniesnin
pfigrsnanismelanarseuulvaiouladineuuin
90981 Awaiiwugiife 1.5 me/ke Lileanaronis
thaau” annsaanUfisedoiuvesmaiumels
druuy wismuanusiladine dadld¥uen vasoactive
drugs warnue1afeniinUTumemIeldenviindu
\ietienanisnauauamesnsmela 1wy Midazolam
gmgaunduiioruadi’ ™ Forainnzdiaies
Mneiadurasld LMA 1§

Ketamine 89NN SHu N-Methyl-D-Aspartate
(NMDA antagonist) ¥inl#i@auegi95aaists a1elu
45-60 3unfl szaansoangrsvetluanNIBUY
20 wr#t’ Twanszduiiinadufuladanazdnas
diuenuiulunglnandsueeld nadraiesenariliia
HuseuazUszammaoudansn vhlfaduldoniou
namsmelatiesninenaavdu wazlignissiuuinsiu
e’ Alsamerutaumansaulden Propofol iies
agrnierlunisinaau fhnuazarudulading
wusnuaziiauuusstudiegeeny Jagduiinasly
Ketarnine-Propofol mixture (Ketofol) Tuvatewnanns
LﬁaLa%mqméﬂmﬂWi%JUifLLazﬁéJzyzywm%wmﬁam
amzunsndeuveseiis 2 viin’ lunduigeengiid
wurlduanudulafindindslasu Propofol 39819
Tasulszlovuvesusz@ndnavres Ketofol drunauves
Ketofol l#lutlagiuiaarunainnatsluusias
n19398 Tungugdieengannndy 65 U n1sly Ketofol

dngu 1:1 0.15 mUkg LU3BuLiiBufiu Propofol 1.5 meg/kg
numsasuulamesanusulafndosnin uaglden
Ephedrine ffoeninnga Propofol”” uidilsinuaise
WisutisuUsz@ndnavues Ketofol dndau 1:2 wag
Propofol 1.5 mg/kg siassuulualivuladinlungy
faseny Tumsld el LMA Sudufinvasnisided
INUsZAIANAN

\WiefnwUszaninavesnshd Ketofol dndau
1:2 (Ketamine 0.75 mg/kg and Propofol 1.5 mg/kg)
W3suigunu Propofol 1.5 mg/kg 1@1u15avin il
Fyayradnasiilunisszfumnuddnlaonisld leel
LMA Tugtheasonglavsalyl

TgUszasATes

Wednwianueindrelunisld eel LMA Tu
AU2889918 LagA1IzuNINYauved Ketamine-
Propofol floraintu

ABn1sAnen
sULUUN5IY
NyIdewuvdNiiniinguaIual (prospective
randomized controlled trial, double blind) ﬁﬁad
HARLSINE VIR IATY
Usgunsuaznguniegi
Usgansiduguasgaengiidifunisseiu
mnufanuuuilulasnslantininaseundeidead
Voudn 15ane1UIaNmaIIANY SEninauseunaIAY
DangATINIEU W.A. 2566
nauiegelidnuuraINnuginITAALE N
91U7U 54 318 N1TAIMUIUIUINFIBE198198991N
11uiTidesnsUIsuioulszansaineasn
Propofol Iiguniudungnu98 Ketamine-Propofol
lunrsldmininaseundeades lun1sseiumnnuidn
fUhwgee1y 999 Erdogan MA et al’” Tu a.a. 2013
1dUsuruen Ephedrine Tun1sAtuIMauIAf19819
ﬂeju Ketofol &A1 mean total dose of Ephedrine =
3.00+4.77 ngal Propofol &A1 mean total dose of
Ephedrine = 6.87+8.44 #131A1UIlAEEATAIINN
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YUINAIBENLNONAADUANLAFIUMIEALARY 2 NEUT
[ a 19 [
WUdaseaInNnU Lagns1uanuLlsusiu wazlduns
NAFDULUU 2 N9

(o;+0;/K) (z,_a+z,_p)*

m = AZ
(477 *+4.77% /1) (L9s+0.84)"
ny = -
3.87%
ﬂ1 =24

ﬂ2=k*ﬂ1=24

k = Armadl Aifvuangunaassuazng
muAududndu 1:1

a=005,%-%= 1.96 i1 @ = 0.05

S = 080 power, Z; - f=0.84

TUIUETINITENGUAL 24 518 LNy

]
1591153989

W n 10% wedesiudeyagaymie L

auay 27 918

q

WNSILIY

el eX2p

WNAUTINITANLL

1. ffinefinsunmssdslilsmenurasimensens A4
s fumnudnuuumlulag l-gel LMA

2. fiorgunniinFeinty 65 Jiuly

3. fsvsuvesiihouazanmsnameuazlsaiidy
VYBIAUPLIT Y UNNIUNENIFOLITNT YiT0 American
Society of Anesthesiologists: (ASA) physical status
JEAU 2-3

4. lifivevinalunslden Ketamine laun §Uae
ffinnzerudulunslnandsurgs flhelsandunie
wlanaiden gUleuen

5. laifiarnudessenisddne s wu any
97U (Avilunanieannnan 30 nn./msu.), achalasia

6. laifimuAnUnANIINIEINIAYDINIILAY
wigladmuuu 1wy uziSsesln
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7. Lifidgmimeanmdala Tsadnwm

8. ldfi¥aymdunisieans

9. BuAnulaTINTeInNITAIUIY
INYINISANDDN

Juasisiannudulaingafinruaulelad
(BP>180/100 mmHg) neun1ssziuauzan
INUIINIIANDBNTZWINNIVY

1. ftheiinneunsndeuiuniin

2. ffihelsisnnsasusmuiiivunueusiazngs

wiasdiafildlunsfne

1. wuuvuiindeyaiilunaznislien
Usznoume 81g e vhwein ASA status 30189013
HiR Tuiinnisinanusulaindiuy (SBP) musu
Tafingaans (DBP) Ausuladiniade (MAP)
Snsnsiduila (HR) adulniinwala (ECG) wazan
audushveseendauluden (Spo,)

1.1 Suiinfinardeusuliethaau (o)

1.2 Sufiniuiifilienthaau 1)

1.3 Sufiniiuiiiild LMA (t2)

1.4 Juiinuasanld LMA 5 u1di (3)

1.5 Juinuasanld LMA 10 un¥l (t4)
$nundaiild LMA wastuiindaldanunsald LMA 14
winldunnii 3 ads

2. wuutufinagiuuauendelunisld LMA
annshdndausn Tneddydmerunagild LMA uaz
Hufitlsimsuatioveseniild Tneussidiudsd

2.1 msiUaunn Azuuy 1 Ao 91Unlandng 2
Ao o1 nlaunsdiu 3 Ae orunlilaiae

2.2 N9NAU AZLUY 1 Ao ldndu 2 Ao nau
@ntiee 3 Ae AAULN

2.3 sl azuuy 1 Ae lalle 2 Ae lewdntey 3
fo lawnn

2.4 mM3pdeulmusssuzuazsnenme Azuu 1
fio lifinswedeulm 2 fie aduidniles 3 Ao vduen
Avwzuaun

2.5 MsnAnSeveenasades Avuuu 1 Ae laldl

A a 1

2 Ao 1 Yremelala 3 As &I Yrewelalile
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2.6 ANEINI18Y0INIThE LMA AzluY 1 A9
1w 2 e ernidntes 3 Ae unuazsdululildiae

3, LUUTUINA MBS INHNFALAZIAINFR
e dddneua wasluutuinnmgusngeaunely
20 s hirlaedneolsmnuriiavesenily

3.1 GuiingUamsaiiindnsinissiuresilath

3.2 tuiingiRnisaiiAnausiuladinsi

3.3 JuiingUnisaliinAnuduladings

3.4 Fufinanvunsndouilintundasfariud
B thateUSuaman audh (delay recovery) N1y
AUaunaI91NINEI@ay (emergence delirium)

3.5 Juiinanizunsndeudiiintunderingm
anelu 24 §lus A Aagvaou WU Yuin Wiuuas
AaUNA Wiunmvaou Bud1e anuidnudaide 1
Aw3Enmau ase Anzeduldeniou

fumsunsfinen

1. AndengUreauinuet lnegUigazlasy
YoyasnuidouazvedBuseudisinauided
veunseugUienounifa (pre-operating room)
Tudurdn §1uau 54 518 wisduaesngudiessuy
ouianef ldvesUaniinosddud 1-54 fraeide
WInemunguYestUae Idydunndilreiaylsl
ns1urinveseiild fuasynsiearldfunisentnm
oseEnaen 6 Hlus lifunisquaniuund uas
LileSuenasuszamnaunisiisn

2. %1 2 nguldfuenitaaudae Fentanyl
1 mcg/kg Nou 30 U

3. Tungu Ketofol lign Ketofol dadiu 1:2 Ae
Ketamine 0.75 mg/kg + Propofol 1.5 mg/kg + NSS
upto 15 ml Ty syringe 20 ml waglungu Propofol
e Propofol 1.5 meg/kg + NSS upto 15 ml T sy-
ringe 20 ml wdsanlnegtraaundl 60 Ui J4ld
l-gel LMA FuamL g

4. Tunsdiilianunsald leel LMA I8iilosann
AUredUfAsedesuvesmafuniglauin e
Propofol 1fiudn 0.5 me/ke wazyienialadedn
30 Junit 3914 lgel LMA 8npde Juinvuinves
Propofol 4 fuheildenyimamnnniifidivuass

ONANgaNIINNITIVY

5. vaurseiuanuidndUivaslisueandiau
LUU 0,:N,0O:Sevoflurane 8 51d7U 0.8:1.2:2 %7¥
melaflomueuliidianududveseandiau (Spo,)
wnnnfesag 95 wagAAnuditussusulaeanlan
Tuaunielavagmelasen (EtCO,) AU 45-50
URLATI

6. lusgnisirdindreazlasunisihse Sy
Wumsgu A Msinanuduladin snsinseiuiila
adulniwle wavArudusiveteendauluden
NN 5 Ui

7. vmsduiindeyalunuudufinialunaznis
Tien Juiinfivaineudulienaau (t0) Suiinviudi
Teinaau (t1) Sufindudifild LMA (t2) Sudin
nasanld LMA 5 uail (13) Guiinudsanld LMA 10
W9l (t4) Yuiinagiuuaueindglun1sld LMA 210
nsldafausn Taoddydwenunadild LMA wazidugi
Tinsruviavesenfild

8. YNSUUNNANMIZUNINGDUTETUINHIAR U
WG UN TaeddyQneuia Lagn11zunIngou
melu 24 $rlusvdsinda Tnofraeddedlinsveia
V7l

8.1) TufinguAn1saliindnsinswiuvesilath
Tnedonildnsinsdurssiiladnile sindn 45 ads
soundt Tn1s¥nunlnenisle Atropine adiay 0.6
fadnsunnaasnldonan

8.2) tufingURinisaliinnusiuladin Inefio
Ffimusuladinduioniudulafindivu (SBP)
#1091 90 fadunsusen wie auduladinaie
(MAP) dndn$eeas 20 arnansudu linssnuilae
nsl¥ Ephedrine pdtay 6 fiadnsumanasmdens

8.3) TufingUnisaliinanusiulaiings lnetie
Iianufulaiinguileauduladiniade (MAP)
ganin¥esay 20 anAnFuiu Iin1s¥nunlagnsls
Nicardipine a¥saz 0.2 fladnfuntevaenidendn
Useifiugn 5 il
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8.4) TUNAMEUNINTOUNAATUNSIN1AATIUT
WU Ura1sUTurauan Auta (delay recovery) A1y
AUaunaI91NINEeI@ay (emergence delirium)

AT 1 LEASLUINIINITANTUIIY

8.5) Tufinnnizunsndouiiadundanisn
el 24 Falua loun nagvasu 1wy U Wilwas
AnUnd Wiunmmraeu Busie aauddnndaida wu
AwFEnvagu aos amzaduldenTeu

Assessed for eligibility (n=54)

Excluded (n=0)

Declined to participate (n=0}

Randomization (n=54)

l Allocation l

Allocated to ketofol group (n=27)

Received Allocated intervention (n=27)

Follow-up

Allocated to propofol group (n=27)
Received Allocated intervention (n=24)
Didd not Received Allocated intervention
{nced more propofol (n=3) )

Y

Lost to follow up (n-0)

Discontinued intervention (n=0)

Analyzed (n=27)

Excluded from analysis (n=0)

n133ATIEvdaya
ToyarialUdnauefadflganT Al
Jouay AnadudIulgLUNNINTIY ANTEEgIY

[

fidy (IQR) n1snageuLiialIsuifisudeyalds
A1ay (Numerical data) 5¥1319 2 nquld Inde-
pendent t-test, Mann-Whitney U test anun1g
nsza1gAIvesdeya Wisuisudeyalungy
Wwuafiuley Dependent t-test N151UTBULTIBUAD
LLUiL%ﬂ@mm‘W 157 Chi-square, Fisher exact test
MIUNITNTEINEFIVDITRYR A p-value UBENIN

0.05 uansinditpdAyn1eana
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Analysis

Y

Lost to follow up (n=0)

Discontinued intervention (n=0)

Analyzed (n=24)

Excluded from analysis (n=0)

UaNA1TUNIYTTIU

uifedituniseudininamenssunis
1519385 suNTITelunywd lsane1uia
UME15ANM 1auTl MSKH_REC 66-01-084 Juf 16
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NaNISANEN

H191590338 54 318 wialungu Ketofol 27
578 Wagnqu Propofol 24 578 Ineiiguae 3 918ty
nauiisndudedldsu Propofol tinlunisld LmA
lignAneenaNUITeNUdn ina o1 it
maﬂﬁgﬂaamfjuiﬂlmmi'mﬁu CRERRITIEY

a519it 1 dayadialy (N=51)

AL 9NN TIBLUITUNSHIARYD LN UNARENTTY

'
o

MU Aawnssuszvumaiulaaing davnssu
ns¥anuazde Iny gAuTIY YnTedininaumela
Un@ Mallampati grade 1-2 waglifiveadiinlu
NINUNEATEE

Ketofol group

Propofol group

fiauus (n=27) (n=24) p-value
n(%) n(%)
LN 0.091
U618 20 (74.1) 12 (50.0)
VAN 7(25.9) 12 (50.0)
91¢ (U), mean+SD 68.8+4.1 71.4+5.3 0.061
i [lansw), mean=sD 56.2+10.3 57.9+9.8 0.605
ASA physical status 0.578
2 17 (63.0) 13 (54.2)
3 10 (37.0) 11 (45.8)
FUANIINGA 0.074
NMSHIRALUUTANNNEEIIN 21 (77.8) 13 (54.2)
NMSHIARRNLAY 6(22.2) 11 (45.8)
LHUANITHIAR 0.643
Faonssuily 6 (22.2) 6 (25.0)
Fasnssuszuulaans 13 (48.1) 10 (41.7)
AiaunIsunsEaANLALTe 8 (29.6) 6 (25.0)
Ny 0 (0.0) 1(4.2)
gAusNY 0(0.0) 1(4.2)
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Fyanadntowsulieaau (t0) s 2 nau
lifianuuansnaiu WelIeuifisusening 2 ngu
WuI1ALadusnsInIsiuesialanias wag
anusuladndiasiisutunoulientiaau sl
WUAIULANAINNERR wazifiaUTouiisuaisly
nguAeaiu ngu Ketofol fendudnmmafures
wlasas prudulafindivy frane wazau
Tafniadumamninaegaidedfynisadaile
Weufuneulieniaau (t0) snufinamdald

LMA @599 u7 (12) nudns1n1siauediala
anusulafindians warausulainedsnias
urldddudfgynieads arsdunisiliesuliiauy
Aelungy Propofol WUIM8RTINITLAUYDINILA
fas Ausulaindiuy Ausulainedoiag
nnategivedidynieaifideifisufuneu
Theaau (t0) sniutanizainusulaingaansd
La1udsld LMA dsaviudl (12) (n13191 2)
(M9 2 way 3)

A1319% 2 Wisusudyyrudnvaeldudininasaundaades (N=51)

Ketofol Propofol
1381 (n=27) p-value (n=24) p-value p-value

X+SD X+SD (P

HR naunaau (t0) 74.3+13.6 77.0£12.2 0.472
(bpm) Viudiilieaauiase (t1) 70.5+11.7 p;=0.016  72.1+11.8 p;=0.005  0.629
Vuiifild LMA 81159 (t2) 72.1+11.6 p,=0.175  724+127 p,=0.019  0.920

5 Wi nasld LMA (t3) 66.8+13.2 ps<0.001  67.5+15.1  p;<0.001  0.849

10 w9 nasld LMA (t4) 63.1+13.5 p,<0.001  66.1+157  p,<0.001  0.476

SBP naulaau (t0) 153.4+18.6 153.9+17.8 0.921
(mmHg)  viufifiliehaauiada (t1) 118.2¢189  p,;<0.001  123.9+22.8 p,;<0.001  0.344
Viudiild LMA dusa (t2) 138.4+31.1 p,=0.006  134.0+27.1 p,<0.001  0.595

5 Uil viasld LMA (t3) 120.9+30.0  p;<0.001  1157+16.2 p;<0.001  0.435

10 w9l wdsld LMA (t4) 115.74+21.5  p,<0.001 1141247 p,<0.001  0.811

DBP naulnaau (t0) 79.5+8.4 76.6+11.6 0.313
(mmHg)  viufiiilenthaauiade (t1) 66.1+10.3 p,<0.001  67.0+108 p;<0.001  0.776
Vuiifild LMA 81159 (t2) 79.5+15.5 p,=0.978  747+177 p,=0.516  0.320

5 Wi nasld LMA (t3) 70.0+14.5 Ps=0.001  63.9+85  p;<0.001  0.071

10 w17 wasld LMA (t4) 70.1+11.1 p,<0.001 7054237  p,=0.24  0.948

MAP naulnaau (t0) 101.749.0 100.8+10.7 0.737
(mmHg)  viufiilienaauiada (t1) 81.3+12.2 p,<0.001  823+11.4 p,<0.001  0.764
Viudiild LMA dusa (t2) 96.0+18.1 p,=0.063  92.3+19.0 p,=0.029  0.487

5 U9 viasld LMA (t3) 85.7+16.7 P5<0.001  79.6+105 p;<0.001  0.124

10 w9l wdsld LMA (t4) 83.3+12.7 Pe<0.001  81.1x14.1  p,<0.001  0.556

p,: Significance level of t1 comparing with t0 in each group

p,: Significance level of t2 comparing with t0 in each group

level

level
ps: Significance level of t3 comparing with t0 in each group
pg: Significance level of t4 comparing with t0 in each group
level

ps: Significance level of comparing between two groups
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A 2 Msasuwlasvesdnsmsiuvesialaseuiisusendnenga Ketofol fiungu Propofol wae
nsiaguulatvesdnsnisiuvasitlaussuiisuniglunguivneusulieniaay

100
80
60
40
20

0

Heart rate, bpm

e Ketofol group
= @ = Propofol group

e K ctofol group

* *

.’ﬂ--.*.-_ e —" *
e
to 11 t2 3 4
74.3 70.5 72.1 66.8 63.1
77 72.1 72.4 67.5 66.1
Time

= & == Propofol group

*p<0.05 WallTeuiiisugnaniswuvesitlaniglungy Ketofol ilsuiuiiviainewtaau (t0)
°p<0.05 Wallisuiiisugninswuvesitlaniglungy Propofol Wisuiuivianneuthaau (t0)

t0: flouthaau, t1: vaiifliemiaauesa, t2: vuiinld LMA §159, t3: 5 il mdeld LMA, t4: 10 wifl nidsld LMA

A 3 MswasuwlasvesanuduladinfslUTeulisuseninengy Ketofol funga Propofol wagnis
wWasuwlasvasanuduladnaeisudisunglunguiunausulienieaay
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MAP, mmHg

e Kool group
= 4 = Propofol group

= [(ctofol group

-
t0 tl 2 3
101.7 81.3 26 85.7
100.8 82.3 92.3 9.6

time

= 4 = Propofol group

*p<0.05 WallTsuiiiguanudulafinndsnieglungs Ketofol ieuiuiliainesuliaau (t0)

°p<0.05 WeallTsuiisupnusuladinmaenielungy Propofol Wiguiuiaineuaay (t0)

t0: Aouthaau, t1: vadifliemiaauesa, t2: yiuTild LMA d159, t3: 5wl ndsld LMA, t4: 10 undl wdsld LMA

t4
83.3
811
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Fuuassild LMA daulmgd1i5anaunniansn
wazAziuuANe1ndelunsld LMA Fausenaume
A591UIN N1snaU Nste MswedeulmvefsyrLay

a1 nznasadesainie uazauendelunsld
whnInATBUNABLALS 119 2 NaY AvkulisegIY
Wi 6.0 laiupneinaiy (p=0.461) (M15199 3)

A15197 3 n13ld -gel LMA wagsrurusieiilddnusalunsasase (N=51)

asld I-gel LMA Ketofol group Propofol group p-value
(n=27) (n=24)
T1UIUTY IIUIUTY

| Snwaeiilduszdinlunisld LMA
nslaUan 23:4:0 19:5:0 0.574
@Urnlaning: visdu: ernlileiae)
nsnau 24:3:0 22:2:0 0.739
(lsdndu: ndudnides: nduunn)
msle 27:0:0 21:3:0 0.058
(lsile: Teidntioe: Teunn)
msindoulmvesiisuruazas 24:3:0 23:1:0 0.357
(lhpdeulm: viuidnilos: viuen@sueuuuu)
MIVALNSIVBINaB ALY 26:1:0 24:0:0 0.341
(laifl: &1 ventilatel@: T ventilatelaila)
ANEINIYBINTT LA 24:3:0 19:5:0 0.341
(418: enflanies: unvazdululaldiae)
Il azuuuauendelunisld LMA 6.0 [1.0] 6.0 [1.0] 0.4611
median [IQR]
Il Srususeiild LMA drdalunsazaie 26/1/0 22/2/0 0.483

aSadit 1/2/3

tMann Whitney U test

$1urugUaeidududesld¥u Ephedrine
Tungu Ketofol v¥infiunga Propofol A 10 518
Anlufonas 37.0 uaziosas 41.7 wugUaed
31 dudeslasu Atropine Tungu Propofol 2 518
wagldnuiaslungu Ketofol weilifina1uunngng
Ausgralded1Agyvnieadf (p= 0.78, p=0.126
auannv) linugUiesieladanuduladingsds
nauTiigeslé¥uen Nicardipine (37971 4)
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amzunsndouiivosiinily nufliengs
Ketofol 1 518 ftharguuuuinndanen LMA
Yovar 3.7 nmzunindeuiivefvisniely 24
Hlusmdasingn wuitlungy Ketofol gaefionnns
aduldeiou 9 18 Yevay 33.3 uannin
ngu Propofol Fawu 3 518 Yeway 12.5 usilaidl
ANUUANGNINNSEDF (p=0.08) HifUengw Ketofol
Hufe 2 519 finngvasu 1 919 (399 @)
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v o

A151971 4 IwaudUaefisndudesldiu Ephedrine, Atropine vunavaedilasu waznzunsndouiivo

Wuuazvaguae (N=51)

Ketofol group

Propofol group

518013 (n=27) (n=24) p-value
n(%) n(%)
Fruanthefldsu Ephedrine 10 (37.0) 10 (41.7) 0.780
- YUIMVDY Ephedrine (mg), median [IQR] 0.0 [1.0] 0[1.0] 0.88%
Sruufihedilésu Atropine 0(0.0) 2 (8.3) 0.126
- YUINVBY atropine (mg), median [IQR] 0.0 [0.6] 0.0 [0.0] 0.1301
Anvunsndeudivoainiiy
¥haneunn 1(3.7) 0 (0) 1.0+
Amzunsndeuiiviediae
- pAuldendeu 9 (33.3) 3(12.5) 0.08
- Huse 2(7.0) 0 (0) 0.492%
- NNEVIADY 1(3.7) 0 (0) 1.0+

T Mann-Whitney U test, $Fisher exact test

anusena

Ketamine finansgdutfinaiusulafinuay
Fwas' n3ld Ketofol iieLaugninanisiviuasdl
Fyanadnaci annmzunsndouvesin 2 via® 59
p19ildeflugaieny 3nuan1sITenuinnisle
Ketamine 0.75 mg/kg 37UNU Propofol 1.5 mg/kg
%39 Ketofol dndau 1:2 1Wisuiisunu Propofol 1.5
mg/kg Fardurunafiuuziindmivgaseny duasin
Tsmsnaduveiila uazarudulaiindiasiiaes
nau tnglifinnuunnsneiunieata

InNansITE leafidenadasiu Ulku Ozgul
etal” ¥n13Anuilaglden Ketofol dadau 1:1
wuindleifisunelungu ndu Ketofol E8ms1nsisiu
vasiladasazAranudulainiadofidasedidl
foddymsadinngiana (endufinamdsld LMA
duFaviudl) uansnaanngu Propofol Weifisunely
ngu fdnsnnduveiila wazannuduladiniade
Masegnadifodifynndisian uansiauunliuings
Ketofol aginsmafuresiilaiidatiosniy uas
mwdulainiadofidiasiosndn safunisideves
Erdogan MA et al'”” 714 Ketofol dndau 1:1

(Ketamine 0.75 mg/kg 92111U Propofol 0.75 mg/kg)
fnuanusulafindiuugsnitdnngy egnedidudidy
adRfivanddld LMA d1seviudl waziian 5 wid
wddld LMA safienariiosannauuandisvesuuns
203 Propofol 74 finalinaszuulnaivulafinanas
ANUVUIAUDILN

Tunsld LMA Tisnuiusagldsumisiivanza
ABIN13ANNANTBINITTEIUAMNIEN HadTenUuin
azuunlunisld LMA fikansdanisnevausves
maiumeladiuuy seaesngulisneiu aeandes
fun15348999 Goh P et al'” Erdogan MA et al’?
FUheifinnuduladiniedssiindl Yevas 20 S0y
Ao3lasu Ephedrine Tungu Ketofol deuniingu
Propofol AntduSeeay 37.0 wagseeay 41.7 Auaisu
wildfipnuunnatesiunisadd o1alunaannauin
199 Propofol fildliunndrafuluisaningy uay
Ketamine #ildvutn lLiuinnefiazesngninsedu
sympathetic activity #1991nn15398v09 Erdogan
MA et al'” fifUaengy Ketofol S Tudeslasy

o o

Ephedrine fdnunutosninegeiidudnagy

68



Vol.32 No.1 January — April 2024

Udonthani Hospital Medical Journal

Tungu Ketofol wugthe 1 578 Sthaneannni
Unfindanan LMA See1aidunaves Ketamine usilal
Juus wugtheudeuasvasu Andusesay 7.4 uaz
$ovay 3.7 usldnulungu Propofol agslsfinulsldl
HedrAgyn1ada iedasfunnzunsndouiianuise
1981 Benzodiazepine nounsnsauAunIsIy Keta-
mine’” %diumﬁéjaﬁjlﬁmﬁmﬂdu Benzodiazepine
dewwnfinnsanindunsunsndeuiiialusserdu
Feldfifoaguiiiuroenailuglamguaminuas
Asueundu’® Melaudseves Hailu S et al’ uas
Erdogan MA et al'” limunmsunsndousana

GFL

n151% Ketofol (Ketamine 4u1m 0.75 mg/kg
wag Propofol 1.5 mg/kg) vinlwemsin1siduvesiala
szuulvadouladinsinadly 10 widusn Tduansady
fiu Propofol 1.5 mg/kg n1sdnn1snisAunielaluy
n1slduntinninassundendedladaiedu nsidiiu
Ketamine 0.75 meg/kg lufiuszleailunsldnianin
ATEUNaRLEEY pranunIznasulazilusglalu
nguiild Ketamine F9f0aidnszsuazdoaiu
Anvunsndouitenaintui

42INNAVDINISANEN

n1535edlildusefiuanudnlunisseiu
AuFan (Bispectal index; BIS) Fadusiusiuadn
s103ulunsld LMA wiiauazauinveendild vl
aunsaUsziiulinauinveseniildmuizaunseld
unaliinnsdsuulamesdyaadnilimuean
AN
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