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Spinal-induced hypotension remains the most com-
mon complication associated with spinal anesthesia
for cesarean delivery. Recent evidence indicates that
a 20-mL/kg bolus via pressurized infusion system
administered at the time of subarachnoid block (SAB)
(coload) may provide better prophylaxis than the tra-
ditional administration of a 20-mL/kg crystalloid infu-
sion (preload) approximately 20 minutes before SAB;
however, this method raises some concerns. We
hypothesized that administering half of the fluid
bolus (10 mL/kg) before and half immediately follow-
ing injection of the SAB would provide benefit. Vari-
ables included demographics, spinal anesthetic der-
matome level obtained, additional intravenous (IV)
fluid bolus and vasopressor requirements, and
maternal vital signs.

We enrolled 87 subjects in this prospective, ran-

domized investigation, 43 preload (control) and 44 pre-
load/coload (experimental). There were no demo-
graphic differences between groups. The increased
supplemental vasopressors required to treat maternal
hypotension in the preload group were not statistically
significant. Total IV fluids and supplemental IV bolus
requirements were significantly higher in the preload
group. No differences in neonatal outcomes were
noted between groups. Maternal vital signs were not
significantly different between groups; hypotension
was treated as it occurred.

We recommend replacing standardized prophylactic
crystalloid fluid administration with the preload/coload
method described herein.

Keywords: Cesarean, fluid timing, hypotension, obstet-
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S
pinal-induced hypotension (SIH) remains the
most common complication associated with
subarachnoid block (SAB) for cesarean deliv-
ery, with an incidence ranging from 25% to
75%.1-8 In keeping with previous studies, we

defined SIH as a 20% drop from baseline and/or a systolic
blood pressure (SBP) less than 100 mm Hg following
administration of the anesthetic agent.1-3,7,9 Spinal-induced
hypotension is primarily due to sympathetic blockade,
which leads to peripheral vasodilatation and venous pool-
ing.3,10 In a parturient, SIH is a significant problem leading
to sequelae including nausea and vomiting, pulmonary
aspiration, syncope, maternal cardiac dysrhythmias, and
decreased intrauterine blood flow, thereby placing the fetus
at risk.7,8,11,12

Practitioners use various methods to offset the effects
of SIH. The most basic approach used is placement of a
wedge under the right hip to facilitate left uterine dis-
placement, a method that has been proven to reduce hy-
potension by minimizing aortocaval compression.7

However, left uterine displacement alone is often ineffec-

tive in preventing hypotension in a patient undergoing
spinal anesthesia because of the rapid onset of sympa-
thectomy. Therefore, other methods are also used to
prevent and treat hypotension. Foremost among these
methods is the practice of prophylactically treating the
patient with an intravenous (IV) fluid bolus before im-
plementation of an SAB in an effort to offset the effects of
the sympathectomy caused by the spinal anesthetic.
These effects, while apparent in any patient receiving an
SAB, are even more problematic in the parturient popula-
tion because of the high level of sensory block required
for a cesarean delivery (T4) and the unique anatomical
and physical characteristics of pregnant patients. Another
method used to reduce the incidence of SIH is the pro-
phylactic administration of vasopressors.

Although there are a multitude of vasopressors that
can be administered to prevent or treat SIH, the agents
that have been most closely studied include ephedrine,
phenylephrine, and metaraminol. Of these, ephedrine
has been studied the most extensively and has been
shown to be successful in prevention and treatment of



www.aana.com/aanajournal.aspx AANA Journal � April 2009 � Vol. 77, No. 2 131

SIH in parturients.4,7,13 Ephedrine, predominantly a beta-
adrenergic agonist, is more commonly used because
animal studies have shown that ephedrine can reverse
SIH while preserving uteroplacental blood flow.13

However, recent studies have indicated that ephedrine
can also cause uteroplacental vasoconstriction, which
may potentiate fetal acidosis. Therefore, some practition-
ers caution that administration of ephedrine prophylacti-
cally should not be the standard of care.4,7,13 Recent
studies have called into question the adverse effects of
phenylephrine on uteroplacental blood flow. In a study
published in 2005, the researchers pointed out that SIH
was nearly eliminated by the combination of rapid crys-
talloid cohydration and a phenylephrine infusion.8

Furthermore, in this study, there were no adverse effects
on neonatal outcome as measured by Apgar scores and
umbilical cord blood gases.8 Due to the possibility of
uteroplacental vasoconstriction, we believe that the use
of vasopressors should be reserved for treatment of SIH,
not for prophylaxis, and that IV fluid loading is the most
benign method of reducing the incidence of SIH.

The first study to describe the fluid preloading tech-
nique was by Wollman and Marx14 in 1968, in which
they reported the administration of 10 to 20 mL of crys-
talloid solution approximately 30 minutes before the
placement of an SAB resulted in a significant reduction in
the incidence and severity of SIH in a parturient popula-
tion receiving an SAB for a cesarean delivery. Based on
these findings, many practitioners began preloading pa-
tients undergoing an SAB, and it has become the standard
of practice for many anesthesia practitioners. However,
multiple studies have questioned the efficacy of routine
preloading with crystalloid solution as described by
Wollman and Marx14 and have reported that prehydra-
tion or preloading with a crystalloid solution provides no
prophylactic benefit for SIH.1,6,12,15,16 Despite these con-
tradictory findings, most anesthesia practitioners have
not abandoned the concept of fluid preloading, arguing
that, in theory, fluid preloading makes sense.

Anesthesia providers have sought alternative methods
and solutions for fluid preloading with a mixture of results.
For example, there have been multiple studies examining
the effect of changing the rate or timing of fluid adminis-
tration before SAB in an effort to decrease the incidence
and severity of SIH, but these studies have mixed results in
relation to efficacy.1,6,12,15,16 Other methods explored
include the use of colloidal and noncolloidal solutions ad-
ministered before the placement of an SAB. It has been re-
ported that using a colloidal solution before SAB results in
a significant reduction in the incidence of SIH in a variety
of patients.10,17 In general, studies of colloids indicate that
the incidence of SIH is reduced because colloids remain in
the intravascular space. However, colloids are not routine-
ly used clinically because of the increased cost, the possi-
bility of dilutional dysfunction of coagulation, suppression

of platelet activity, and risk for anaphylaxis, which could
be devastating in this patient population.3,5,7

At least 1 study may explain why preloading with a
crystalloid solution 20 to 30 minutes before placement of
an SAB is ineffective. Ueyama et al10 evaluated the ad-
ministration of 1.5 L of lactated Ringer’s (LR) solution 30
minutes before administration of an SAB. They reported
that at the time of SAB injection, only 28% of the LR so-
lution remained in the vasculature, thereby providing
some direct evidence as to why fluid preloading is inef-
fective for providing complete prophylaxis against SIH.10

However, it has been noted that fluid preloading 30
minutes before SAB injection provides limited prophylax-
is against SIH. Previous research of SIH indicates that sub-
jects given fluid preloading have a decreased incidence of
hypotension for the first 5 minutes following injection
compared with a similar group provided no fluid preload-
ing boluses.18,19 This finding is significant because the
parturient population receiving an SAB for cesarean deliv-
ery experiences the most severe drop in maternal blood
pressure 3 to 10 minutes after injection of the spinal anes-
thetic, thereby offering some rationale to continue the
routine administration of fluid preloading.1,4,20,21

Because of this obvious limited advantage, some in-
vestigators began analyzing what effect the timing of the
fluid preload would have on overall maternal hemody-
namics. The most promising studies performed analyzing
the effects of the timing of fluid preloading were con-
ducted by Mojica et al6 and Dyer et al,12 in which they re-
ported that the administration of a rapid fluid bolus ad-
ministered at the time of SAB injection resulted in a
significant reduction in the incidence of SIH compared
with groups of patients receiving standardized fluid pre-
loading. However, the results reported by Mojica et al6

were for patients undergoing prostatectomy, which calls
in to question their applicability to a cesarean delivery
population. Although the study by Dyer et al12 was per-
formed on groups of patients undergoing cesarean deliv-
eries, the coload (fluid bolus at time of SAB injection)
was administered using a rapid infusion device under
pressure, bringing into question the relative safety of
using this method in a cesarean delivery population that
is predisposed to pulmonary edema.

On analysis, while reporting an overall decrease in ma-
ternal hypotension, both of these studies reported a drop
in blood pressure in the coload group in the immediate
period following SAB injection, thereby suggesting that
administration of a preload would be advantageous for
this short period.6,12 Also, because complications that can
result from the rapid administration of a coload of fluid
to a parturient population exist, the routine administra-
tion of a coload as described by Dyer et al12 makes it dif-
ficult to assimilate this method into clinical practice. In
an effort to combine the favorable aspects of the preload
and coload techniques, we designed a study to determine
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if splitting the fluid bolus of crystalloid solution, in
which half of the normal 20-mL/kg bolus was given 10
minutes before SAB injection (preload) and half was
given after SAB injection (coload), would be more effec-
tive in reducing the incidence of SIH, total fluid volume
infused, and vasopressor requirements in groups of ce-
sarean delivery patients receiving an SAB compared with
a similar group of patients receiving the standard fluid
preload of 20 mL/kg of LR solution given 20 minutes
before SAB injection.

Methods
Following institutional review board approval, 89 parturi-
ents scheduled for elective cesarean delivery with SAB con-
sented to participation in this study. Other inclusion crite-
ria included a weight of less than 120 kg, singleton
pregnancy of at least 37 weeks’ gestation, and an ASA
physical status classification of I or II. Subjects with evi-
dence of preexisting comorbidity, essential hypertension,
decreased lung compliance, preeclampsia, decreased
uterine perfusion, or preexisting coagulopathy were ex-
cluded from the study. All subjects were randomized into a
control (preload) group or an experimental (preload/
coload) group by a computer-generated randomization
process. After placement of a 16-gauge or 18-gauge IV
catheter, all subjects received a baseline IV infusion of LR
solution at 100 mL/h. The IV flow rate was calculated man-
ually, and the amount of fluid administered was estimated
by the bag markings. Preoperative medications included
30 mL of sodium citrate orally and 10 mg of IV metoclo-
pramide. Baseline maternal heart rate, blood pressure,
oxygen saturation, and fetal heart rate were recorded.

Subjects assigned to the control group received a 20-
mL/kg fluid bolus of LR during approximately 20 minutes
in the preoperative holding area. This bolus was timed to
be completed just before transport to the operative suite.
Fluid boluses for both groups were given via a 16-gauge
or 18-gauge IV catheter with a fully open control valve
and gravity alone providing the driving pressure. The start
and finish times of the fluid bolus, arrival in the operating
room, and other relevant event times were recorded. Once
the fluid bolus was given, the infusion rate was decreased
to a maintenance rate of 100 mL/h. Subjects assigned to
the experimental group received a 10-mL/kg LR preload
beginning approximately 10 minutes before transport to
the operative suite, and then received a maintenance infu-
sion of 100 mL/h during placement of the SAB.
Immediately following injection of the SAB, all subjects in
the experimental group were administered an IV bolus of
10 mL/kg of LR during approximately 10 minutes and
then received a maintenance infusion of 100 mL/h until
the conclusion of the cesarean delivery.

ASA standard monitors were used to record initial vital
signs, and the fetal heart rate was also recorded. All sub-
jects were placed in a sitting position for the SAB place-

ment. Medications used in the SAB were at the discretion
of anesthesia providers. A total of 8 to 15 mg of hyperbar-
ic bupivacaine, 0 to 50 µg of fentanyl, and 0 to 300 µg of
preservative-free morphine sulfate were injected into the
subarachnoid space. Following SAB, all subjects were
placed into a supine position, and left uterine displace-
ment was obtained by using a roll of sheets under the right
hip. The time and location of SAB placement were record-
ed. The level of sensory block of the spinal anesthetic was
recorded every 1 to 2 minutes for the first 10 minutes fol-
lowing SAB. After the spinal anesthetic was injected, the
blood pressure and heart rate were recorded every minute
for the first 10 minutes, followed by every 5 minutes until
transfer to the postanesthesia care unit (PACU).

For the purposes of this study, hypotension was defined
as an SBP of less than 100 mm Hg or a decrease in mean
arterial pressure (MAP) of 20% from baseline. If the MAP
dropped more than 20% from baseline or the SBP was less
than 100 mm Hg, the hypotension was treated by the
anesthesia provider. The decision to use ephedrine or
phenylephrine to treat hypotension was at the discretion
of anesthesia providers and based on maternal hemody-
namics. All medications administered to treat hypoten-
sion and the time from completion of the SAB until med-
ication administration was recorded. In addition,
hypotension (20% decrease in baseline BP or SBP <100
mm Hg) could be treated with additional IV fluid boluses
of 250 to 500 mL of LR solution.

Additional bolus requirements and time intervals were
established for each group using specific criteria. For
subjects assigned to the control group, time to additional
boluses required was determined by measuring the time
(in minutes) from completion of the SAB to additional
boluses, whereas the time to additional boluses required
in the experimental group was determined by measure-
ment of the time from completion of the coload bolus to
additional fluid requirements because a fluid bolus was
already in progress at completion of the SAB. Treatment
using additional fluid (as a sole treatment or in conjunc-
tion with ephedrine or phenylephrine) was at the discre-
tion of anesthesia providers. All additional fluid boluses
were recorded.

Following delivery of the neonate, all subjects re-
ceived an oxytocin infusion and antibiotics as directed by
the obstetrician. The total amount of IV fluid adminis-
tered intraoperatively was recorded. All additional med-
ications administered for breakthrough pain or nausea
during the operative procedure were recorded on the data
collection sheet for both groups.

At the conclusion of the cesarean delivery, all subjects
were transferred to the obstetrical PACU and vital signs
were recorded according to the standardized protocol.
Any additional treatments for hypotension in the PACU
were recorded. Admission and discharge Aldrete scores,
spinal dermatome levels, and vital signs were obtained
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from the PACU records. Hypotension in the PACU was
treated by using standardized PACU protocols. All treat-
ment regimens used were recorded.

The sample size for this study was estimated based on a
previous study by Dyer and colleagues12 using the follow-
ing assumptions: The incidence of SIH for patients as-

signed to the control (preload) group would be approxi-
mately 50%, whereas patients assigned to the experimental
(preload/coload) group would experience only a 25% inci-
dence of SIH. By using an α level of .05 and a β level of .20,
it was determined that we would need approximately 45
subjects per group (90 subjects total) after a 10% attrition

Table. Demographic and Independent Variables*
SAB indicates subarachnoid block; PACU, postanesthesia care unit.

* Data are given as mean ± SD unless otherwise indicated.

Preload Preload/coload
(n = 43) (n = 44) P

Age, y 28.7 ± 5.1 28.9 ± 5.4 .821

Height, in 63.5 ± 2.3 64.0 ± 3.6 .462

Weight, kg 83.6 ± 23.1 83.63 ± 15.5 .986

Gestational age, wk 38.65 ± 0.81 39.0 ± 0.98 .076

Gravida (range) (1-7) (1- 8) .950

Race, No. of patients .346

Caucasian 28 27

African American 3 7

Pacific Islander 0 1

Asian 3 0

Hispanic 7 7

Other 2 2

Time to place SAB, min 7.4 ± 8.7 6.45 ± 3.5 .509

SAB injection to delivery time, min 26.4 ± 7.9 26.1 ± 9.7 .874

Surgical time, min 60.2 ± 17.8 57.6 ± 14.7 .464

Anesthesia time, min 86.9 ± 19.4 85.3 ± 17.9 .705

PACU time, min 119.5 ± 41 126.3 ± 52 .433

Median dermatome level achieved (range) T4 (T1-T5) T4 (T1-T5) .590
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rate was added to the total sample size. Descriptive and in-
ferential statistics were used to analyze data, and a P value
of less than .05 was considered significant.

Results
A total of 89 subjects were enrolled in the study, but the
data for 2 subjects were dropped from analysis, leaving a
total of 87 subjects for final analysis (43 in the control
group and 44 in the experimental group). The data for 1
patient from each group were dropped from the analysis
due to failed spinal anesthetic; one subject was adminis-
tered a general anesthetic (experimental group), and the
other subject received a second spinal anesthetic success-
fully (control group). There were no significant differences
between groups in demographic data, time to place the
SAB, SAB to delivery time, SAB dermatome level achieved,
or the duration of anesthesia, surgery, or PACU stay (Table).

Compared with the control group, the total volume of
LR infused was significantly less (P = .02) in the experi-
mental group (Figure 1). Analysis of the percentage of
subjects in each group requiring supplemental boluses
revealed that 31 (72%) of 43 subjects in the control group
required supplementation compared with only 17 (39%)
of 44 subjects in the experimental group (P = .004). The
experimental group required a maximum of 3 additional
supplemental boluses, whereas some subjects in the
control group required as many as 7 additional boluses;
therefore, a comparative analysis of time to supplemental
IV boluses was done for the first 3 boluses only. The time
to first bolus for the preload group was measured from
the time of the SAB to the first additional fluid bolus. The
time to first bolus in the experimental group was after the
completion of the SAB and the coload bolus. The timing
for the first 3 additional IV boluses required was signifi-

cantly shorter in the control group compared with the ex-
perimental group for all 3 interval measurements (P <
.05) (Figure 2).

Analysis of vasopressor use revealed that 31 (72%) of 43
subjects in the control group required ephedrine for blood
pressure support compared with 24 (55%) of 44 subjects in
the experimental group (P = .090). The amount of ephe-
drine and phenylephrine used was higher in the control
group than in the experimental group, but this finding did
not achieve statistical significance. (P > .05; Figure 3).
Analysis of SBP and MAP readings showed no significant
differences between the groups at any time (Figure 4).
There was no difference between groups in surgical and
anesthesia times, neonatal Apgar scores, neonatal weights,
maternal blood loss, urinary output, intraoperative and
postoperative sensory levels, or postoperative anesthesia
satisfaction scores.
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Discussion
In this study of the effect of the timing of fluid boluses on
the reduction of SIH in patients undergoing elective ce-
sarean delivery, there was a significant difference between
groups in the amount of fluid boluses and total LR infused.
Due to physiologic changes associated with pregnancy,
parturient patients are at an increased risk for the develop-
ment of pulmonary edema.22 This risk is increased in the
setting of large fluid boluses that are often required during
spinal anesthesia. The experimental group required a sig-
nificantly larger total volume of crystalloid perioperatively
and also required more fluid boluses intraoperatively to
maintain blood pressure, despite having no difference in
the level of spinal blockade. Although no subjects in either
group showed signs of pulmonary edema, minimizing the
total fluid requirements is necessary to ameliorate the risk.

There were no differences between groups in demo-
graphic variables. However, because this was a healthy
population, future research is necessary to determine the
effects in parturients with coexisting conditions. These
data suggest that there may be a benefit to patients with
preeclampsia or parturients with preexisting cardiac
disease who have the added risk of the development of
pulmonary edema.

The stability of the blood pressure that was shown in
the results of this study may be clinically significant
during an urgent cesarean delivery by decreasing the
initial bolus time to 10 minutes before the spinal anes-
thetic followed by a coload, which was shown in this

study to be an effective alternative to the standard 20-
mL/kg preload.

We did not control for the treatment of hypotension,
allowing vasopressors and/or fluid boluses to be used at
the discretion of the anesthesia providers. Despite this
lack of control in the study design, there was no signifi-
cant difference between groups in the amount used or
time to treat with vasopressors.

The lack of a significant difference in MAP readings
between groups may be because this difference is difficult
to see due to the hypotension being treated by the
providers when indicated. However, the stability of the
MAP readings after placement of the SAB indicates that
the preload/coload method avoids the decrease in blood
pressure noted by Dyer et al.12 Also, there was no signif-
icant difference in the neonatal Apgar scores; the median
scores at 1 and 5 minutes were 8 and 9 respectively, indi-
cating general neonatal well-being.

Although the methods used in this study were not
blinded or tightly controlled, the method reflected situa-
tions commonly seen in clinical practice, ie, different IV
catheter size, room delays, and different provider prefer-
ences in the treatment of hypotension. Despite these lim-
itations to the study design, clinically significant results
were achieved that could be applied in clinical practice.
Patients who are scheduled to have an elective or a sched-
uled cesarean delivery could be given a 10-mL/kg preload
followed by a 10-mL/kg coload after initiation of spinal
anesthesia.
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An extensive review by Cyna et al7 to evaluate methods
used to eliminate SIH determined that hypotension is a
risk of spinal anesthesia regardless of the method of pro-
phylaxis and that no one method reliably eliminates this
risk. Our findings indicate that the amount of periopera-
tive fluid received by patients undergoing cesarean deliv-
ery can be safely decreased by combining a preload and
coload bolus of fluid without increasing postoperative
morbidity and mortality. This method of SIH prophylaxis
can also decrease the amount of vasoactive medications
required.

Conclusion
Based on the results of this study, we believe that a com-
bination preload and coload of fluid is a beneficial
method of minimizing SIH. Further studies with tighter
controls of fluid administration and a prescribed anes-
thetic plan that includes strict parameters to treat hy-
potension are needed to further explore this effect. In ad-
dition, future research is necessary to determine if this
effect is similar in parturients with coexisting disease.

REFERENCES
1. Rout C, Rocke D, Levin J, Gouws E, Reddy D. A Reevaluation of the

role of crystalloid preload in the prevention of hypotension associated
with spinal anesthesia for elective cesarean section. Anesthesiology.
1993;79(2):262-269.

2. Tercanli S, Schneider M, Visca E, et al. Influence of volume preload-
ing on uteroplacental and fetal circulation during spinal anaesthesia
for caesarean section in uncomplicated singleton pregnancies. Fetal
Diagn Ther. 2002;17(3):142-146.

3. Morgan P, Halpern S, Tarshis J. The effects of an increase of central
blood volume before spinal anesthesia for cesarean delivery: a quali-
tative systematic review. Anesth Analg. 2001;92(4):997-1005.

4. Ngan Kee WD, Khaw KS, Lee BB, Wong MM, Ng FF. Metaraminol
infusion for maintenance of arterial blood pressure during spinal
anesthesia for cesarean delivery: the effect of a crystalloid bolus.
Anesth Analg. 2001;93(3):703-708.

5. Lewis M, Thomas P, Wilkes RG. Hypotension during epidural analge-
sia for caesarean section: arterial and central venous pressure changes
after acute intravenous loading with two litres of Hartmann’s solution.
Anaesthesia. 1983;38(3):250-253.

6. Mojica JL, Meléndez HJ, Bautista LE. The timing of intravenous crys-
talloid administration and incidence of cardiovascular side effects
during spinal anesthesia: the results from a randomized controlled
trial. Anesth Analg. 2002;94(2):432-437.

7. Cyna AM, Andrew M, Emmett RS, Middleton P, Simmons SW. Tech-
niques for preventing hypotension during spinal anaesthesia for cae-
sarean section. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2006;(4):CD002251.

8. Ngan Kee WD, Khaw KS, Ng FF. Prevention of hypotension during
spinal anesthesia for cesarean delivery: an effective technique using
combination phenylephrine infusion and crystalloid cohydration.
Anesthesiology. 2005;103(4):744-750.

9. Rout CC, Akoojee SS, Rocke DA, Gouws E. Rapid administration of
crystalloid preload does not decrease the incidence of hypotension
after spinal anaesthesia for elective caesarean section. Br J Anaesth.
1992;68(4):394-397.

10. Ueyama H, He Y, Tanigami H, Mashimo T, Yoshiya I. Effects of crys-
talloid and colloid preload on blood volume in the parturient under-
going spinal anesthesia for elective cesarean section. Anesthesiology.
1999;91(6):1571-1576.

11. Karinen J, Rasanen J, Alahuhta S, Jouppila R, Jouppila P. Effect of

crystalloid and colloid preloading on uteroplacental and maternal
haemodynamic state during spinal anaesthesia for caesarean section.
Br J Anaesth. 1995;75(5):531-535.

12. Dyer RA, Farina Z, JouberT IA, et al. Crystalloid pre-load versus rapid
crystalloid administration after induction of spinal anaesthesia
(coload) for elective caesarean section. Anaesth Intensive Care. 2004;
32(3):351-357.

13. Ngan Kee WD, Lau TK, Khaw KS, Lee BB. Comparison of
metaraminol and ephedrine infusions for maintaining arterial pres-
sure during spinal anesthesia for elective cesarean section. Anesthesi-
ology. 2001;95(2):307-313.

14. Wollman S, Marx C. Acute hydration for prevention of hypotension of
spinal anesthesia in parturients. Anesthesiology. 1968;29(2):374-380.

15. Jackson R, Reid JA, Thorburn J. Volume preloading is not essential to
prevent spinal-induced hypotension at caesarean section. Br J Anaesth.
1995;75(3):262-265.

16. Kamenik M, Paver-Erzen V. The effects of lactated Ringer’s solution
infusion on cardiac output changes after spinal anesthesia. Anesth
Analg. 2001;92(3):710-714.

17. Siddik SM, Aouad MT, Kai GE, Sfeir MM, Baraka AS. Hydroxyethyl-
starch 10% is superior to Ringer’s solution for preloading before spinal
anesthesia for cesarean section. Can J Anaesth. 2000;47(7):616-621.

18. Ewaldsson C, Hahn R. Volume kinetics of Ringer’s solution during
induction of spinal and general anaesthesia. Br J Anaesth. 2001;87(3):
406-414.

19. Hahn RG, Resby M. Volume kinetics of Ringer’s solution and dextran
3% during induction of spinal anaesthesia for caesarean section. Can
J Anaesth. 1998;45(5 pt 1):443-451.

20. Park GE, Hauch MA, Curlin F, Datta S, Bader AM. The effects of vary-
ing volumes of crystalloid administration before cesarean delivery on
maternal hemodynamics and colloid osmotic pressure. Anesth Analg.
1996;83(2):299-303.

21. Ouzounian J, Masaki D, Abboud T, Greenspoon J. Systemic vascular
resistance index determined by thoracic electrical bioimpedance pre-
dicts the risk for maternal hypotension during regional anesthesia for
cesarean delivery. Am J Obstet Gynecol. 1996;174(3):1019-1025.

22. Maclennan FM, MacDonald AF, Campbell DM. Lung water during the
puerperium. Anaesthesia. 1987;42(2):141-147.

AUTHORS*
LT Walter Williamson, CRNA, MS, NC, USN, is a nurse anesthetist at the
Naval Medical Center, San Diego, California.

LT David Burks, CRNA, MS, NC, USN, is a nurse anesthetist at the
Naval Medical Center, San Diego, California.

LT Jessica Pipkin, CRNA, MS, NC, USN, is a nurse anesthetist at the
Naval Medical Center, San Diego, California.

Joseph F. Burkard, CRNA, DNSc, CDR(ret), NC, USN, is associate pro-
fessor at the University of San Diego Doctorate of Nursing Practice; clin-
ical researcher/clinician at the University of San Diego; and academic fac-
ulty at the Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences, Bethesda,
Maryland.

CDR Lisa A. Osborne, CRNA, PhD, NC, USN, is clinical coordinator
at the Navy Nurse Corps Anesthesia Program, San Diego. Email: lisa.
osborne@med.navy.mil.

Joseph E. Pellegrini, CRNA, PhD, CAPT(ret), NC, USN, is associate
professor and assistant director at the Nurse Anesthesia Program, Univer-
sity of Maryland, Baltimore, Maryland.

* At the time this article was written, the first 3 authors were students in
the Graduate Navy Nurse Corps Anesthesia Program, San Diego, California.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT
The Chief, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Navy Department, Washing-
ton, DC, Clinical Investigation Program sponsored this report #S-05-100
as required by NSHSBETHINST 6000.41A.

DISCLAIMER
The views expressed in this article are those of the authors and do not
reflect the official policy or position of the Department of the Navy,
Department of Defense, or the United States Government.

.. ..


