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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Effective postoperative pain _

management is one of the anesthesia goals and there *4| 9\ S sb aw Bo
are benefits for rapid recovery and discharge from O 5 S0 @ J "
hospital. The aim of this study was to compare the o IOV T TR

effect of sublingual buprenorphine versus intraveno Qt‘.s)ﬁ") 5 gs’l'?))?.) w.s)s").’.}? lf
morphine on duration and severity of analgesiactffe

in patients undergoing inguinal herniorrhaphy. LS"“ )5

Materials and methods: During a single blind clinical

trial, 80 patients ASA class 1 have been candittate

elective inguinal herniorrhaphy under spinal anesith Slede )l ol &S
were randomly divided into two groups equal. At the IFE = )'J
start of the surgery, one group was treated with o&Kls S 05,5 Jbsbul iy Glacdle 5 e saase

sublingual buprenorphl_ne (_tablets 0.4 mg) anql aroth S S sl
group was treated with intravenous morphine (0.1
mg/kg). Patients were ob_served at t_he multi hottga ) J_gh_o Sl );;5,5
surgery to record the time of pain onsatd pain o B ] A
severity based on visual analog scale (YAS ANl cdsem s S slokl why slaclle 5 bsgn eesie
o : Bl Sy pske
Results: There was no significant differendeetween ) *f
the mean ages of patiengs>0.05). Comparison of ‘5)-‘44 ALl y8 S
pain onset during the first six hours after surgeng Cils s € Lslinl wts e clacil ) .
before receiving the second dose of these drugs was ‘" o 25 Sl wehs sbaadle s (ot o
showed a significant difference on increasing the Jb S5 psle
duration of analgesia by the use of sublingual . . ..
buprenorphine (p=0.001). The severity of pain dyrin Mu’cs"? Lol )"'S"

the 24 hours after surgery were lesser in sublihngua ..,

b 09 S skl o lac él e ZNCT SV
buprenorphine group than IV morphine (p=0.001). sk 2 S FIEETES S e

Jb S5 pske
Conclusion: The result of this study showed sublingual | \UJ i
buprenorphine is more effective than intravenous ) e
morphine in controlling pain.
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