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[ Abstract ] objective to observe the effect of sufentanil combined with ropivacaine in epidural block labor analgesia and its effect on labor and newborn.
Methods :200 cases of primipara were selected. ASA grade I-II, Randomly divided into two groups, 100 cases per group. I group (control group) always
used 0.1% ropivacaine sufentanil 0.2 . g/ml; IT group (different stage analgesia) used 0.1% ropivacaine sufentanil 0.4 w g/ml. in 3 cm of maternal uterine
orifice Record the scores of the two groups, Time of birth, Use of oxytocin, Bromage score, Neonatal Apgar score, Adverse reactions. Results: The VAS
scores of the two groups at each time, Neonatal Apgar score, There was no significant difference in adverse reactions. The incubation period in II group
was shorter than that in I group (P<0.05), Low use of oxytocin, The analgesic effect of parturient is good. Conclusion :19% ropivacaine 0.2 p g/ml sufentanil
was used in labor latency, At active stage ,1% ropivacaine 0.4 u g/ml sufentanil were used for epidural analgesia, The effect on uterine contraction is
small.
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