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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the correlation between olfactory function and postoperative nausea and
vomiting (PONV) in female patients undergoing laparoscopic cholecystectomy. Method: The olfactory
function of the patients was evaluated through olfactory recognition tests before the operation. Anes-
thesiologists used the PONV scoring scale to record the occurrence of PONV at 2, 6, 12, and 24 hours
after the operation, and also recorded the use of remedial antiemetic drugs. Other postoperative ob-
servation indicators, including the time of consuming liquid diet, the time of exhaustion, the length of
hospital stay, wound healing condition and other complications, were also recorded. Results: Finally,
297 patients were enrolled and divided into an olfactory loss group and a non-olfactory loss group.
The non-olfactory loss group was further subdivided into an olfactory impairment group and a nor-
mal olfactory group for subgroup analysis. Results showed that the incidence of PONV within 24 hours
was significantly higher in the olfactory loss group and olfactory impairment group compared to the
non-olfactory loss group and normal olfactory group, respectively. Conclusion: The olfactory function
of female patients undergoing laparoscopic cholecystectomy is significantly correlated with the inci-
dence of PONV within 24 hours after operation.
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1. 7

][l

A J5 3O NE i (Postoperative nausea and vomiting, PONV) % 5€ SN F ARG 24 /NI Py HS BI AR 5% 0 BRI i
FEAR, BEIARMAE W R SRR, PONV ARG EH &AHE KA I RIEZ —[1] [2]. BT
FW, MEAERSETARZ PONV KEGHE, Ltk BE#E2@EsT ARG PONV K E R &k
80% [3]. PONV A2z FEAREE I AL, L5 5RO IRYT, FEUERR AT, ASH TR 5
H[2]1[4]. RE HuETIEK B Z M PONV [177%[3] [5], 1HAE PONV /G B &4, PONV MK AEFA)
Ik 42%~70% [3] [6]. DHUk, FHFRA PONV & B35 16 7 K47 B F 787 PONV.

WLt Th e 5 N AR BER L2 DI OG . BREAEW ALK B, W3t Dh ek 5 (Olfactory dysfunction, OD)5 £ Fif
HPRPPE RGP A O, BIANER LR KA [ 7] A RN DD REREAS [S]AIIARAE[9] o 5 MR 5 T e F i 5 ix L
AR 28 28 G0 5T B 2R A R RV AEAL 0 35 . AR BAT PR AR I AP B L RE ) N %, I L8R Ak 1 R
DR T e PREAG[10] . HE EE B2, M IRAT MR A I A A E R T T BRI R EUERE A RITEREE
PRI e B [11]. Rk, MRGEIhRERRAS T AE S PONV AHC, (HIUAIEIEA L . AW B ERITE2 fE s
BiNRFETIBR T A B 2oV 5 W58 DI BE 5 PONV Z[A]FRIAH K1

2. ARA*
2.1. gt
B e ef O AT HE M S MR 50, TR 22U NE B 2 R . T 5 5% 12 B w1 [H 4.
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W TS R AR AR CRAT W LG PEE AUk 5 76 79 ) (STROBE) o £ & 9 NARHE ) 2 535 753 L LA R 2% F
(1) HFIAE 18 5 65 ¥ Z ALk (2) ASA 7040 I~IZk; (3) iHRiHesz 4 B RN T i BYI R s AR
BEUIRT AR HEERbRERAE: (1) RIS R EIPL RGP0 (2) RATARM IEREZG B f 28254 slohl
B s (3) AFIEA B &8 RIUE . & REUEAEL P b FIRGE G . L5 D) e PG T AR BT — KT .
SRR G AN OG22 B0R, RJG 24 /N PONV BUR AEZE A B AL, DLRRE R EE L.

2.2. IREIHEETEMG

AR FT R P 22 i (R ML R I P A R IRBE ThRE[12]. 32 75 20 iE 12 Rk, BEJR A 4 AN
PIEFRE R WUSEIE DN 0 & 12 43, 3 H0Bks R B D e g . ARYE BEA STk IE 1) 7, AT
BBEIT 7 <6 295 SUNIRSEEAS, >6 40 NAEMSE k2 . AEMRASE B 40 s 3k — 2540 o AP NP4 . I
WIRIBZH (P53 7~10 43) ML o 1E 3 2 (V43 11~12 473) [13].

2.3. FREFETE

JRRIEE 2 T R P AR HEAG BRI 7 58 o MR R B3R, RIRER TIRIA ML (2 mg) PRV (0.4~0.5 mg/kg)
#775XJ8(0.2~0.4 pg/kg)~ MR i E4%2 (0.2 mg/kg), B JE B R . AT LG PVERY (2 mglkg/h) Fl%i 25
K JB(0.1~0.2 pg/kg/min) 4EREFRER, 0o SEFNTC A P14 1015 0 sh AR L FE 2R 1B 1) 20%. [RIER 145 T &7 255 KB
(0.1 pg/kg) FH G RAT i 22 %(0.05 mg/kg) AGERE 76 7 B AT LA AA st o FMNET AR R . FAREOL. K&
KA ERE=E . FARBEE—AAMRHEA S, FH ZF @ <E. FARL AT 30 min, HE
JERJB(10 ug)~ &SRB (8 mo)HEAT AN Ik o R I R B NRRI S MR 5 (PACU) . FRE TR 2
HEARESS, M PACU #6 N5 5 . 76 PACU S8 975 F5 AT i ik # kvt 5 B A i 10 mg AT RE
Pkt

2.4, GV

T PONV E 8k AE7E R 5B 5 24 h (N[11], RELIRA1EH PONV ®%£[14], 4 HIER)E 2. 6.
12 24h ic3% PONV FIRAER, [FIRHC bR R 25 ) SO0 . RIS BER FRbr (R 3k & i s | HE
A AERERG S 0 DR 2 I AORE S oAt 5 0 ) 247 P PRI 2 D B 17 1 55

2.5. Gt oA

BRI SR 5E G, f#F SPSS 25.0 B 52 i, AR I £ b EFRIR, EHEE
M AKCE AN 70 b 0. LA R t KBk T EL A, e AR B R R e L 2 = . p fE
/NF0.05 KRB EEZER

3. R

ARG 297 4 H DIV IR ThAE S5 PONV 196 2, MELAE Bk 2 2 AR 5E Bl 2 4140 B AN
T 42 11(14.1%)F1 255 151(85.9%) i o N4 ARG Bk S A — 25 43 DRy ML i 9B 2H AN R T 4 R AT 0 4H
B, PHELAT AN\ 153 151(51.5%) A1 102 1511(34.3%) % . PI4LE# R AR R A —8 (3 1, % S1).

3.1. PONV 5ARGIREINEERI X FR

WL RS A 42 19 8 A 21 4511(50.0%) FE AR IE SN ZEVIBR TR 5 24 h A HE PONV, RS 51 R 2k 4H.
255 {5l g% A5 78 151(30.6%) A J5 24 h I PONV (3% 2), X FBIAEMEEE B PONV KR AEHRE
FAR T WL BB K R 3 (p = 0.004) . WL ke 2 28 75 B2 A8 ) e o o v 24 470 1) A LU ARG T L K 2
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(11.4% vs. 35.7%, p = 0.003) (¥ 3).

LS B 2 201 21 491) 1 25 (50.00) A1 ML (5 2 201 68 191 1 2 (26.79%) £E A S i 2h P HYEL PONV (p = 0.001)
RN BB B F PONV IR AEFRIEARIG 2 h~24 h ]I T 3.9%, M Wb B2 241 25 35 ) PONV R A%
ARG 2 h~24 h WIRFFAAZ (L 2).

WD i R 2H B8 R Jim P R i B ) I TR) B A T AR MR R 2 2H . R 2L S FE RS HE U TR RIR S5 43 B
BRI R 2 5 ERE SR A A 1 OIEE RS 12 h P9I R FEREIR, RS [N B AT IR .
AREILAE 3 FI0 D ERGeE R, HAmsia kA 1), JEmSEERA 2 Bk 4), BT T DS G b .

S W WL T R R A 5 2 A T et S DR 2 2 A I DR, R AT TR MR RS 4 S 2 N )
PONV U K (40 Apfel W5+ FARBH . RIFFI) — RIGIAAEEL, 047 7 Z R EAHT, 45REN,
WRLDE Dy BE PRl 2 ST T ORI L BRI I K 55 T R BR 3R 2 A T ] 1 (2 5)

3.2. WEHS

FENVAL A3 M, FRATRE AR R 2k S8 3k — 20 23 RS DB 20 (W2 7~10 43 ) MG IE B 4L (VT 4y
11~12 43) [13]. JMATI S, WLEEGR 4 163 491853 A 54 191(35.3%) A J5 24 h A H L PONV, RS IE
40 102 Bl h A 24 B1(23.5%) R J5 24 /MY L PONV (£ S2), X R HAMLH 1E & 4 % PONV kK4
R FACT R R 2H (p = 0.01) 0 WA ZH R 75 240 F AR L it 25 ) (R 19 DU AH AL (2 S3). WD isiiB 2H 47
111(30.7%) AL 57 1E 55 41 21 151(20.6%) B FHEARSG 2 h WHIEL PONV (p = 0.019), fEARJG 24 h A 23534
% 54 141](35.3%) 1 24 11 (23.5%) - R Gy 1B 21 5 W85t 1E 5 ZHE AR JG 2 h~24 h [¥] PONV & A 26537 38 i 4.6%
H12.9% (¢ S2). MRLHE IR 4B AR 5 VKR 3R N A EL MR IE R AR K . AR AR 5 R E SR AR R
#EF (K S4).

Table 1. Characteristics of the included patients

=1L MABENAOGITFER

LR (VEAr <6) JERLBE R A (PRA) > 6)

(n = 42) (n = 255) P

T H 2K
FiR, FIE + HEE, B 52.0+12.0 51.3+14.1 0.761
E, FHE + RfEE, kg 62.2+115 63.8+12.6 0.872
BMI, FH{E + A, kgim? 250%3.2 247+36 0.833
ASA, n (%) 0.682

I 8 (19.0) 54 (21.2)

I 24 (57.1) 152 (59.6)

11 10 (23.8) 49 (19.2)
BAEE, n (%) 0.389

R LE 10 (23.8) 53 (20.8)

0 R 2(4.8) 10 (3.9)

PEIRA 6 (14.3) 40 (15.7)

1B PEITIR RGE R 5(11.9) 37 (14.5)

EINHE 3(7.1) 11 (4.3)

HAbBm 2(4.8) 15 (5.9)
WAAEE, n (%) 4(9.5) 22(8.6) 0.915
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Apfel PF4)- 0.439
2,n (%) 22 (52.4) 121 (47.5)
3,n (%) 13 (31.0) 85 (33.3)
4,n (%) 7 (16.7) 49 (19.2)
FARRK, FIE + HFEZE, min 58.5 +10.4 545+12.6 0.298
BT, FME + FpEEZE, min 69.1+15.8 64.3+13.6 0.774
BRE, FIME £ fEE, mL 450.5 + 80.5 4105 £90.0 0.447
PACU & BTE, “FIME + ArMEE, min 41558 438+7.4 0.693
ARepU R R E# 1.7+05 17405 0.904
RGBT KL B+ 05+0.1 0.5+0.2 0.821
Table 2. PONV conditions within 24 h after operation
F 2. RI24h A PONV £4£1ER
MELE R R 4H (VR4 <6) JEMLE R (PES) > 6)
(N = 42) (N = 255) P
AR EIBABLRAER, H, N (%)
0~2 6 (14.3) 30 (16.5) 0.386
2~6 2 (4.8) 9 (3.9) 0.791
6~12 3(7.2) 15 (5.9) 0.263
12~24 3(7.2) 12 (4.7) 0.289
0~12 6 (14.3) 35 (17.6) 1.000
0~24 6 (14.3) 36 (17.6) 0.573
AFER B R REZE, H, N (%)
0~2 17 (40.5) 41 (16.1) 0.001
2~6 4(9.5) 9 (3.5) 0.036
6~12 4(9.5) 9 (3.5) 0.021
12~24 2 (4.8) 8(3.1) 0.049
0~12 18 (42.9) 46 (18.0) 0.027
0~24 19 (45.2) 48 (18.8) 0.003
AFEEEIBA PONV B4R, H, N (%)
0~2 21 (50.0) 68 (26.7) 0.001
2~6 4(9.5) 14 (5.5) 0.094
6~12 4(9.5) 19 (7.5) 0.471
12~24 2 (4.8) 15 (5.9) 0.822
0~12 21 (50.0) 83 (32.5) 0.005
0~24 26 (61.9) 93 (36.5) 0.004
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Table 3. Severity of PONV within 24 h after operation
% 3. RI5 24 h PONV H=EIEE

MRS (T <6) FEBBEGRKA (PP > 6)

(N = 42) (N = 255) P
PONV, N (%) 26 (61.9) 93 (36.5) 0.004
TEZ, N (%) 16 (38.1) 77 (30.2) 0.686
AFLAESZ, N (%) 10 (23.8) 16 (6.3) 0.017
XM, N (%) 19 (45.2) 48 (18.8) 0.029
MXrE <2 3K, N (%) 9 (21.4) 30 (11.8) 0.037
et >2 K, N (%) 10 (23.8) 18 (7.1) 0.020
AR IR 25 E S, N (%) 16 (38.1) 41 (16.1) 0.003
Table 4. Postoperative recovery indicators
# 4. REREER
R BRI A (T4 <6) JERBEHRAKA T > 6)
(N = 42) (N = 255) P
KE BRI E], PIME + AR, H 8.3+24 6.2+3.2 0.037
RIEHSETE, SFHME + frEE, H 55+29 49+31 0.325
REERMNK, FHE + HhEE, D 22+052 2.0+055 0.643
i ORI RIE, N (%) 0 1(0.4)
HAbFHRAE, N (%) 1(2.4) 2(0.78) 0.788
Table 5. Multivariate logistic regressions for PONV
5. X T PONV BIERMZEZR Logistic EYA5#7
ZE OR 95% Cl p
APFEL 2 1.02 0.87~1.18 0.137
APFEL 3 2.87 1.09 +4.24 0.081
APFEL 4 4.19 1.65~7.20 0.007
FAREHK 2.65 1.29 +4.88 0.040
FREERT 2.96 1.15+5.01 0.037
OR: fi#tt: Cl: W{FXIA; p<0lXREFEE.
4. g

FEAS I % 32 N SR NE VT TR B0 B8 2 AR TE b, JIAT A I AR 7 L i i 4 42 7 ) R 5 ) e Py
H5ARJG 24h N PONV RAFREZEMK . AW E RS T ATIEVEUESS, R BIRSE D) REFRhS il A8 & PONV
ffERs R R . H TR s YU K BAT T B PR AR A TR AR A, FRATTAOAIT FE 48 SR vl et U3 8 PONV
SRS BA Wi R4 5 =

AT PONV [ 84 R AE%H 40.1%, SEEALREF[3] [6]3:4—5. PONV {EARE AR HIFRE, &
RSN B AR R BT R3] [15]. H A K ESCIAE T PONV (/s %, AFr Ko 3%
PR3 [15] [16]. 259 KRRIREAH G R R [17] F ATy A[11] 28t i 2= [18] LA K 83 H B L [19] . {2 PONV
SRR AR ER, B, SOV TS REIN A PONV B /s 105, Ty BT PONV $240t5
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WL D RE RS 5 22 Pl rp X e 42 3R SR 0008 (U sk IR A R 7] IARIBRERS (8] VAR AR B [9]) A AR K XU 4
INAFAESRIR o A AH R XA R GEATL R 5 X ek S 22 8] (B 2 LA 81 78 70 IE SR (1], (HR S DI RERE TG 5
PONV (51K el R 56 4 ) 1 o R A8 8 U i S N ) REAT WL 58 D RE VAl , o8 JRR I 125 0T S8 A 1 11k 4
BEAT T, A H TR — DR PONV KR, WHFIEABL, WD RERERG 2 B3 S KA 5 e e, 52
i SR AR T ARG R . PRI, WUETh RERERG A DU IR A PONV (38T 7k, SR TN A J5 = 2%
PNILPS (=g

XK IR R TARI TR . B, J[EIFRAIEE. AR, Zrhomtse, FEARFAR
BB LT RERTRG 5 PONV HUK AR IR, R SR E UL T it RE 75 5 2 Ik PONV 2B, (B
RN . W5, MAREHUHZE AT, RS R G IRGEE X A] BE#s 7R PONV 5 ik @ess 4
THREZ 6] TN EIR R o

AHFAFAE—E R RIRYE. B 56, FATHIBT TS RALR T4 32 Ml B iH FE D) B TR 10 ok SR8 A
X A] B TG i A THI S W R i T e i it At A PONV RAEZR I 5Em . Hk, REARH T AR EESHN
18, EFR AT R RIS E GV AR, DU B AR I, RORR 5T R 1% U
HIBETE. DA 2 Ot 7T UG AE AR SR 4518

5. &

B2, 2B s R RF AR EZ IR, FRATT R I I8 i 58 150 0 DA% e b e i 5 R
JG 24 h N PONV ‘&A= Z4H 5=,

kvl
18 5 AL AT O LRI R 2 0
S5 3k
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Table S1. Characteristics of the subgroups
= Sl WEANOFITFFH

RSB 4 (P4 7~10)

WL IE 4 (P4 11~12)

(N = 153) (N = 102) P

T H A
FiR, FIE + R, B 51.6 +13.1 51.0+12.4 0.905
&, FHE + X, KG 64.7 +13.2 62.9+12.4 0.739
BMI, F¥fE + #3fEE, KG/M?2 245+3.4 249+30 0.809
ASA, N (%) 0.431

I 34 (22.2) 20 (19.6)

i 91 (59.5) 61 (59.8)

111 28 (18.3) 21 (20.6)
BEE, N (%) 0.602

[=TIER 35 (22.9) 18 (17.6)

1R R 6 (3.9) 4 (3.9)

PEPR 25 (16.3) 15 (14.7)

181 IPTR R 20 (13.1) 17 (16.7)

EIHE 7 (4.6) 4 (3.9)

HAnER 9(5.9) 6 (5.9)
WAAEE, N (%) 13 (8.5) 9(8.8) 0.973
APFEL ¥4 0.826

2, N (%) 74 (48.4) 47 (46.1)

3, N (%) 51 (33.3) 34 (33.3)

4,N (%) 28 (18.3) 21 (20.6)
FAREH, FHE + frlEZE, MIN 57.1+11.4 51.9+12.4 0.341
REERT, FHME + FRfEE, MIN 53.0 £ 14.2 55.6 +11.7 0.797
WWE, FIME + WS, ML 465.5 +85.0 455.5 +85.5 0.107
PACU 8BS ], “FIME + paEZ, MIN 45.0+7.2 426+6.9 0.536
R pl Fr KLY B# 1605 1.8+0.5 0.810
RGP KLY E# 0.5+0.2 05+0.2 0.886

Table S2. PONV conditions among subgroups within 24 h after operation
2 S2. KRG 24 h A PONV &% 15 RAV I LH D4
IR IRIB 4 (Y4 7~10) L5 IR (34 11~12)
(N = 153) (N = 102) P
AFEE B A &L RAER, H, N (%)
0~2 18 (11.8) 12 (11.8) 0.890
2~6 6 (3.9) 3(2.9) 0.611
6~12 9(5.9) 6 (5.9) 0.718
12~24 8(5.2) 4(3.9) 0.305
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0~12 20 (13.1) 15 (14.7) 0.790
0~24 20 (13.1) 16 (15.7) 0.404
A B AR RAZ, H, N (%)

0~2 28 (18.3) 13 (12.7) 0.045
2~6 6 (3.9) 3(2.9) 0.671
6~12 5(3.3) 4 (3.9) 0.907
12~24 6 (3.9) 2(2.0) 0.727
0~12 32 (20.9) 14 (13.7) 0.037
0~24 34 (22.2) 14 (13.7) 0.026
AR PONV R4:2, H, N (%)

0~2 47 (30.7) 21 (20.6) 0.019
2~6 10 (6.5) 4(3.9) 0.094
6~12 13 (8.5) 6 (5.9) 0.471
12~24 10 (6.5) 5 (4.9) 0.822
0~12 60 (39.2) 23 (22.5) 0.008
0~24 65 (42.5) 28 (27.5) 0.010

Table S3. Severity of PONV among subgroups within 24 h after operation
7 S3. RG24 h PONV EEZE KT AT

MR 3B 41 (P4 7~10) B IE 8 4 (P4 11~12)

VARIABLES (N = 153) (N = 102) P
PONV, N (%) 65 (42.5) 28 (27.5) 0.010
W AZ, N (%) 46 (30.1) 17 (16.7) 0.028
AAPAEEZ, N (%) 19 (9.8) 11 (10.8) 0.219
mXH:, N (%) 34 (22.2) 14 (13.7) 0.030
mink <2 3K, N (%) 20 (13.1) 10 (9.8) 0.082
Xk >2 ¥, N (%) 14 (9.2) 4(3.9) 0.042
ARt bk 25 E NS, N (%) 22 (14.4) 12 (11.8) 0.607
Table S4. Postoperative recovery indicators among subgroups
%= S4. REREIRIFILA S
MR 3B 41 (P4 7~10) B IE 8 4 (P4 11~12)
(N = 153) (N = 102) P
RE RN, FHE £ HiEE, H 7.9+3.0 6.1+27 0.042
REHESE M, FHE £ HifEE, H 46+28 52+3.0 0.173
REEENK, FHE £ HifEZE, D 2.1+058 2.2+061 0.747
Hi OMERIFRIE, N (%) 0 1(0.98)
HAIRAE, N (%) 1 (0.65) 1(0.98) 0.937
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