SRESIGK S 2T 20194F6 A %5 17455 6 ] Clinical Education of General Practice Jun.2019, Vol.17, No.6

MR

fTZ FidE KR TR

[EE] BR RKiTEAANRMIBRRETEARBEETHETRIB P ER e8I SAFRAMERR. A
BB BATHIER T ERBRENFREL S AFTAAFKEAELI0 6., FTAAEFRIRTRAE
trocar 10 JUHE IR & % 18 i 4R 5] RBUR RIS F R A2 P R JB BB B 5 BB K F % B trocar M LA 8 235 X
FOOAK SRR HATRT . REBAFREEFAFHL, EANFANTHEES, FR RABPAFREERT
dofn B F R R P AR RS G Y TR AL, B A ST S RALEF & R N B TR ALAL, £ F R St
FEL( 14 51=4.21.5.81.5.11.6.04.7.39, P¥ <0.05), WA COA% A &4, £ Rt 5 & L (1=3.88, P>
0.05). it AF@ HTORRK BB L E R T REAE T R POT B E, 57FFT RAF For, A o4&
FRZ AT, AN, RGFREZNRERZ, RS FARABEFHIRLEE

[XERE] MESRTR; THETFA; BWE; HHRRKE

Application of self-made smoke removal device on the elimination of smog caused by cervical cancer surgery
through laparoscopic HE Minzhi, XU Xiaofeng, ZHANG Mingxia, et al.Department of Operating Theatre, Affiliated
Hangzhou First People’s Hospital, Zhejiang University School of Medicine, Hangzhou 310000, China.

[Abstract] Objective To investigate the effect of self-made smoke removal device on elimination of surgical smog
caused by cervical cancer surgery through laparoscopic. Method Sixty patients undergoing laparoscopic radical resection
of cervical cancer were enrolled and divided into the regular group and the test group.In the regular group, smoke was
taken through the trocar side hole or smoked through the laparoscopic suction device during the operation, while the test
group used a self-made smoke removal device with low vacuum attraction.The surgical efficacy and the vision satisfaction
of doctors were compared. Results The intraoperative blood loss, operation time, the frequency of cleaning the mirror,
and the exhausting time of cleaning the mirror were less than the regular group, and the doctor's satisfaction score was
higher than the test group (=4.21,5.81,5.11, 6.04,7.39, P<<0.05).There was no statistical difference in CO, usage b-
etween the two groups (1=3.88, P>0.05). Conclusions The self~-made smoker can continuously eliminate the surgical
smog caused by cervical cancer surgery through laparoscopic, and keep the surgical field clear.At the same time, it can
improve the quality of the operating room environment and reduce the occupational exposure of surgical smog.
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