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Discussion
Bamigboye et al3 compared wound site infiltration 

with a placebo in patients who had caesarean sections 
with regional anaesthesia and reported that NPS at first 
hour with wound site infiltration was lower. It has also 
been reported that wound site infiltration applied as a 
single dose for pain relief after caesarean section is an 
active, reliable, and simple method for the first four hours 
postpartum6. Similarly, in our study, NPS scores (NPS0) 
after surgery were lower in Group I than in Group T. We 
are concluding that the difference between the two groups 
was due to rapid application of wound site administration 
in contrary to USG guided TAP block, which was more 

time consuming.
McDonnell et al7 compared a placebo with TAP block 

and reported that TAP block provided superior analge-
sia until 48 hours. In addition, it has been reported that 
TAP block not only reduced postoperative opioid need 
but also extended first analgesia application time8. We 
did not use a control group, as both TAP block and infil-
tration anaesthesia had already proved their superiority 
over placebo. Our study is the first study to compare TAP 
block with infiltration anaesthesia after spinal anaesthesia 
in deliveries with caesarean section, and our primary goal 
was to compare patient pain scores and patient satisfac-
tion. In our study, no analgesic was administered to seven 

Table 1: Age, body weight and number of pregnancy in Group I (wound site infiltration, n=35) and Group T (TAP block, n=35).

Group T (n=35) Group I (n=35) p

Age (year) 27.77 ± 4.13 28.89 ± 5.5 0.341

Body Weight (kg) 73.14 ± 10.68 75.97 ± 10.67 0.271

Number of Pregnancy 2.46 ± 1.07 2.49 ± 1.1 0.912

Presented as Mean ± Standard Deviation.

Table 2: ASA score, allergy history and intraoperative complications in Group I (wound site infiltration, n=35) and Group T 
(TAP block, n=35).

Group T(n=35) Group I(n=35) p

ASA score
I 35 100.00% 32 91.40%

0.077II 0 0.00% 3 8.60%

Allergy History
No 33 94.30% 33 94.30%

1Yes 2 5.70% 2 5.70%

Intraoperative Complication
No 29 82.90% 22 62.90%

0.060Yes 6 17.10% 13 37.10%

ASA: American Society of Anesthesiology.

Table 3. Numeric Pain Scale in Group I (wound site infiltration, n=35) and Group T (TAP block, n=35).

Group T (n=35) Group I (n=35) p
NPS0 0  (0-5) 0  (0-0) 0.012*
2nd hour NPS 4  (2-6) 6  (4-7) 0.005*
6th hour NPS 4  (3-5) 5  (4-6) 0.003*
First Mobilization NPS 4  (2-5) 4  (4-5) 0.123
12th hour NPS 2  (1-3) 5  (4-6) 0.0001*
24th hour NPS 2  (1-3) 4  (4-5) 0.0001*

NPS: Numeric Pain Scale, * p<0.05.

Table 4. Postoperative first analgesic application time and patient satisfaction in groups.

Group T (n=35) Group I (n=35) p

Postoperative first analgesic application time (hour) 6.11 ± 6.2 2.63 ± 1.83 0.003*

Patient Satisfaction 8.89 ± 0.63 8.54 ± 0.82 0.081
Presented as Mean ± Standard Deviation, *p<0.05.




