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ZERC R OMEBE (330) : First, author examined the influence of hemorrhagic shock on the
minimum alveolar anesthetic concentration (MAC) of isoflurane and the mechanism. MAC of
isoflurane was decreased approximately 25% after 30% of estimated blood volume loss.
Because this change was not reversed by fluid infusion but additional naloxone reversed
it, activation of the endogenous opioid system accounts for the decrease in MAC during
hemorrhagic shock. In addition, author investigated the influence of hemorrhagic shock
on the hypnotic and anti—nociceptive effects of propofol. Hemorrhagic shock increases
both effects of propofol due to pharmacokinetic and pharmacodynamic alterations, with

the changes in pharmacodynamics occurring to a similar extent for both effects.
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