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Background/aim: Intubation must be rapidly performed with the utmost care in cervical trauma patients. We present the first comparison
of GlideScope and an intubating laryngeal mask airway (ILMA) regarding insertion and intubation times, intubation success rates,
mucosal damage, need for optimization maneuvers, effects on hemodynamic changes, and postoperative minor complications in a
simulated cervical injury with a Philadelphia cervical collar.

Materials and methods: Ethics committee approval and patient consent were obtained and 94 American Society of Anesthesiology
physical status I or II patients were enrolled in this study. Following standard anesthesia monitoring and induction, the Philadelphia-
type cervical collar was applied and patients were subsequently intubated with ILMA or GlideScope.

Results: The total intubation success rates were similar between the groups (96%). The insertion (14.9 + 10 s vs. 21.9 + 6.5 s, respectively;
P < 0.001) and intubation (43.5 + 13 s vs. 48.4 + 11 s; P = 0.02) times for ILMA were longer than for GlideScope. The total intubation
times for ILMA were longer than the intubation time for GlideScope (43.5 + 13 s vs. 85.6 = 13 s; P < 0.001). The mucosal damage
was higher in the ILMA group (P = 0.04). The two airway devices increased the heart rate and mean arterial pressure after insertion
compared with the postinduction values within groups.

Conclusion: GlideScope is superior to ILMA in terms of lower insertion and intubation times and lower levels of mucosal damage in

cervical collar-immobilized patients.
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1. Introduction

The most important responsibility for an anesthetist in
the event of suspected injury is to secure the airway with
minimal movement of the cervical spine (1). An increase
in the number of intubation attempts or number of failed
intubations is the most important cause of morbidity and
mortality in these patients (2).

Stabilization of the cervical spine by manual in-line
stabilization (MAILS), rigid or semirigid collars, or
banding the head with tape is recommended in trauma
guidelines. However, applying a cervical collar reduces
mouth opening and worsens facemask ventilation and
Cormack-Lehane grading (3,4). Cervical collars may
reduce cervical spine movement.

Direct laryngoscopy has decreased intubation success
and increased cervical spine motion when compared to an
intubating laryngeal mask airway (ILMA) fluoroscopically

(5). If a cervical spine injury is suspected, nasal or oral
awake fiberoptic intubation must be the first choice in
elective procedures, but this technique needs skill and
takes time; alternatively, blind intubation with ILMA and
minimal optimization maneuvers is recommended (6). In
addition, during intubation with videolaryngoscopes less
force is required, and the glottic visualization in MAILS is
improved (7,8). However, securing the airway in patients
with potential cervical spine injuries remains a subject of
debate.

The ILMA is a blind, difficult intubation tool that allows
ventilation during intubation without moving the neck
from the neutral position (9). In contrast, the GlideScope
is an indirect video laryngoscope with a 60° curved blade
that reduces the number of intubation attempts and
decreases the intubation time in prehospital settings and
in cervical collar-immobilized patients (10,11).
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With these findings, we present the first comparison of
GlideScope and ILMA regarding insertion and intubation
times, intubation success rates, mucosal damage, need
for optimization maneuvers, effects on hemodynamic
changes, and postoperative minor complications in
simulated cervical injury with a Philadelphia-cervical
collar.

2. Materials and methods

Approval from the local research ethics committee (KOU
KAEK 2013 / 33) was obtained. In addition, all patients’
consent was obtained for study participation. Ninety-
four ASA physical status I-II patients, aged from 18 to
60 years who were undergoing elective surgery requiring
endotracheal intubation, were enrolled in this prospective
study. This study is also registered at www.clinicaltrials
(NCT: NCT02245880). Patients with laryngeal or
pharyngeal pathology, known or expected difficult airway
(interincisor distance < 2.5, Mallampati score of 3 or
4, thyromental distance [TMD] < 6 cm, sternomental
distance [SMD] < 12 cm), and high cardiac or respiratory
system insufficiency; patients with upper respiratory
infection in the past 10 days; and patients undergoing
emergency procedures were excluded from this study.
Preoperative demographic or airway variables of patients
were recorded, such as the age, sex, weight, height, body
mass index (BMI), neck circumference, SMD, TMD,
Mallampati scores, mandibular protrusions (A: the lower
incisors can be protruded anterior to the upper incisors;
B: the lower incisors can be brought edge to edge with the
upper incisors; and C: the lower incisors cannot be brought
edge to edge with the upper incisors), teeth morphology
(full / lacking / absent), macrognathia, and micrognathia.
After an intravenous (iv) cannula was inserted in the
preoperative care unit, 0.03 mg kg iv midazolam was
administered for premedication. After arriving at the
operating theater, patients were monitored using ECG,
pulse oximetry (SpO,), heart rate (HR), noninvasive blood
pressure (NIBP), and mean arterial pressure (MAP).
Patients were preoxygenated with 100% oxygen for 3-5
min using a facemask. Patients were randomized into two
groups by the sealed envelope technique: the ILMA group
(n = 47) (ILMA or Fastrach; Laryngeal Mask Co., Henley
on Thames, UK) and the GlideScope group (n = 47)
(Verathon Medical Inc., Bothell, WA, USA). Anesthesia
was induced with 3 mg kg™ propofoland 1 pg kg™ fentanyl.
Patients were ventilated with sevoflurane in a mixture of
66% nitrous oxide and oxygen. Mask ventilation difficulty
was recorded as Longeron et al. described in their study
(easy / airway / two-handed / O, flush / impossible) (12).
Rocuronium (0.6 mg kg™, iv) was administered for muscle
relaxation. The evoked response of the adductor pollicis
muscle to ulnar nerve stimulation at the wrist (TOF-Guards
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acceleromyograph; TOF-Guard; Organon Teknika, Oss, the
Netherlands) was used to ensure adequate neuromuscular
blockade in all patients until the end of surgery. Then we
removed the pillow under the patients’ head and chose the
appropriate size of Philadelphia cervical collar according
to the manufacturer’s recommendations (a small size was
used if the neck circumference of the adult patient was
between 25.4 and 33 cm, a medium size was used between
33 and 40.6 cm, and a large size collar was used between
40.6 and 48.3 cm) and put it in place. Mask ventilation
difficulty was also recorded after the application of the
collar (12). Suitable ILMA and GlideScope protocol were
chosen according to the manufacturers’ recommendations
(13,14). In the ILMA group, the posterior surface of the
ILMA was lubricated with a 2% lidocaine jelly. A size 3
ILMA was used for adults between 30 and 50 kg in weight
and <160 cm tall, a size 4 ILMA was used for adults
weighing between 50 and 70 kg and between 160 and 170
cm tall, and a size 5 ILMA was used for adults weighing
>70 kg and >170 cm tall. The cuft was inflated with air (size
3, 20 mL; size 4, 30 mL; size 5, 40 mL). In the GlideScope
group, a size 4 blade was used (>40 kg and morbidly obese).

Our primary outcome measures were the insertion
and intubation times of these two devices. Our
secondary outcome measures were number of intubation
attempts (success rates), mucosal damage, need for
optimization maneuvers, esophageal intubation, effects
on hemodynamic parameters, and minor postoperative
complications.

The insertion time of GlideScope was defined as the
time elapsing from the handling of the device until optimal
glottic visualization (optimization maneuvers included)
was achieved. To determine the optimal GlideScope
visualization, handling force and side-to-side maneuvers
were used (Table 1). The GlideScope intubation time was
defined as the time elapsing from the handling of the
device until the confirmation of intubation by capnography
through the endotracheal tube.

The ILMA insertion time was defined as the time
elapsing from the handling of the device until optimal
ventilation (optimization maneuvers included) was
achieved. The ILMA intubation time was defined as the
time elapsing from the handling of the device until the
confirmation of the intubation by capnography while
the ILMA was in place. The ILMA total intubation time
was defined as the time elapsing from the handling of
the device until the confirmation of the intubation by
the capnography after removal of the ILMA and only the
endotracheal tube was left in place.

For optimal ventilation, Chandy, up-and-down,
side-to-side, and handling force maneuvers were used
in the ILMA group (Table 1). Intubation was recorded
as unsuccessful if there were more than three intubation
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Table 1. Maneuvers that were used for optimization of ventilation and intubation.

Chandy maneuver Pushing the mask slightly further in (tip of the mask towards the esophageal sphincter)

Up-and-Down maneuver Backing the airway device out slowly up to 6 cm and reinserting

Side-to-Side maneuver Turning the airway device slightly to the right and left side in place

Handling force maneuver Holding the airway device strongly upwards

attempts. Then we removed the collar and intubated the
patient with the same device. Bloodstaining on both the
ILMA and GlideScope after removal was recorded as
‘mucosal damage’ The number of intubation attempts,
esophageal intubation, tooth and tongue damage, and lip
damage were recorded. Skilled investigators performed
all intubations (who had performed at least 50 successful
attempts with both of the devices). The MAP and HR of
patients were recorded preoperatively (baseline), after
anesthesia induction, after the device insertion, and at
1-min intervals three times and 2-min intervals during
the 15 min following intubation. Tramadol (1 mg kg™, iv)
and ondansetron (0.5 mg kg™, iv) were administered at the
end of the surgery for analgesia and to prevent vomiting.
Neostigmine (0.04 mg kg™, iv) and atropine (0.02 mg
kg™, iv) were used for antagonism of the neuromuscular
blockage. Episodes of hypoxemia (SpO,), postoperative
sore throat, dysphagia, coughing, bronchospasm, and
aspiration were also recorded just after the operation in
a postoperative care unit and 2 h after the operation. An
independent unblinded observer collected all data during
the preoperative and postoperative period.

Statistical analysis was performed according to a study
that found a GlideScope intubation time of 46.3 + 59.1 s

(15). Starting with that point to detect a 30-s difference
between the groups, we calculated our sample size as
37 per group. However, we decided to enroll 47 patients
for possible exclusions. We used the chi-square test to
compare the categorical data. For continuous data, we
used Student’s t-test and the Mann-Whitney U test. For
comparing the groups, we used the paired sample t-test
and the Wilcoxon signed ranks test. Values are given as
mean + standard deviation (SD) or numbers. P < 0.05 was
considered statistically significant.

3. Results

The demographic variables and airway characteristics
of patients were similar (Table 2). All patients neck
movements were higher than 90°. No micrognathia or
macroglossia was detected in any of the patients. Seven
patients in ILMA group and 12 patients in the GlideScope
group needed an oral airway during facemask ventilation.
In the ILMA group, five patients needed an oral airway
and two patients needed two-handed ventilation, and in
the GlideScope group, 12 patients needed an oral airway
and 2 patients needed two-handed ventilation during
facemask ventilation through the cervical collar. Both
groups had comparable facemask ventilation with or

Table 2. Demographic and airway variables of patients, given as mean + SD or as numbers (n).

GlideScope group ILMA group p

(n=47) (n=47)
Age (years) 363+1.6 353+1.8 0.7
Sex (female / male) 28/19 31/16 0.5
Height (cm) 169.3+ 1.6 167.6 +1.3 0.4
Weight (kg) 72.5+16.5 67.5+11.8 0.2
Body mass index (kg/m?) 253+0.7 24.1+0.6 0.2
Thyromental distance (cm) 85+1.4 8.1+1.6 0.1
Sternomental distance (cm) 17+ 1.8 16.7 +2.1 0.7
Interincisor distance (cm) 5+0.6 49+0.7 0.4
Neck circumference (cm) 373+0.6 36.1 £0.5 0.1
Tooth morphology: full / lack / prosthesis 41/4/2 41/3/3 0.8
Mallampati: I/1I 22/25 26/21 0.4
Mandibula protrusion: A / B 36/11 39/8 0.4
Upper teeth: long / normal 4/43 2/45 0.4
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without a cervical collar (Table 3). Two patients could
not be intubated in each group. Thus, the total intubation
success rates were similar between the groups (96%).
Optimization maneuvers were used in 15% of the patients
in the ILMA and 22% of the patients in the GlideScope
group. They were not differ from each other regarding the
need for maneuvers. Two patients in each group could
not be intubated after three intubation attempts and were
recorded as failures (Table 3).

The insertion (14.9 + 10 s vs. 21.9 + 6.5 s; P < 0.001)
and intubation (43.5 + 13 s vs. 48.4 + 11 s; P = 0.02) times
of ILMA were longer than those of GlideScope. Total
intubation times for ILMA were longer than the intubation
times for GlideScope (43.5 + 13 s vs. 85.6 £ 13 s; P < 0.001).
Mucosal damage was higher in the ILMA group (P = 0.04)
(Table 3).

The HR and MAP were increased after insertion in
both of the groups compared with the postinduction values
(Tables 4 and 5). Esophageal intubation was observed in
three patients in the ILMA group and two patients in the
GlideScope group. There were no differences in hypoxemia;
lip, tongue, and tooth damage; sore throat; dysphagia;
bronchospasm; or aspiration between the groups.

4. Discussion

Although fiberoptic intubation is the gold standard in
patients with cervical spine injury, it needs skill and is
time-consuming. Even though direct laryngoscopy is
the fastest method, it was shown to increase the cervical
spine movement more than videolaryngoscopes and the
ILMA fluoroscopically (5,15,16). In addition, ILMA was
recommended as a second choice in these situations
in previously published literature and the Advanced
Trauma Life Support guidelines (3,6). Trauma patients
frequently have to be intubated at the scene urgently
without being fully evaluated. Only some of them can
be intubated in the operating theater. There are currently
many videolaryngoscopes available in different shapes;

GlideScope was shown to increase the first intubation
success rate in cervical collar-immobilized patients (11).
However, we are not aware of any comparative studies
between ILMA and GlideScope in collar-immobilized
patients.

We reported higher first attempt intubation success
rates than previously published literature for ILMA (87%).
Bilgin and Bozkurt (17) reported ILMA first attempt and
total intubation success rates in MAILS as 54% and 87%,
respectively. These results were lower than ours. This result
may be due to the choice of the optimization maneuvers.
Bilgin and Bozkurt confirmed optimal ventilation, as we
did in our study, but if the ventilation was not adequate
they performed only the Chandy maneuver or changed
the size of the ILMA. However, we knew (according to our
previous trials and other reports) that if the ventilation was
not adequate or intubation was impossible, it was strongly
due to a down-folded epiglottis and one can only overcome
that problem by using the up-and-down maneuver (18,19).
According to our results the first intubation success rate
for GlideScope was 93%, similar to previous reports in
MALILS in real patients (20).

In contrast with previous reports, we found the total
intubation success rates of both devices as 96%. Other
researchers used the same optimization techniques
(up-down maneuver first, then Chandy maneuver and
changing the tube) and the same (Philadelphia) collar as
we did in our study (21-23). Contrary to our findings,
Wetsch et al. found lower total intubation success rates
(87%) with GlideScope in a collar-immobilized manikin.
Twenty-three anesthetists performed these intubations;
they had different skills, and manikins could not replace
people (15).

Prasarn et al. (24) compared four airway devices
(Airtraq, Macintosh, Lightwand, and ILMA) in a
ligamentous instability model (manikin) and demonstrated
that the lowest intubation success rates were with ILMA.

Table 3. Airway management variables of patients, given as the number (n) or percentage.

*: Statistically significant.

GlideScope group ILMA group p
(n=47) (n=47)
Facema.sk ventilation: 35/12/0 40/7/0 02
easy / airway / two hands
Ventllat.lon through collar: 33/12/2 40/5/2 02
easy / airway / two hands
Intubation attempts: 43/2/2 41/4/2 04
/1111 (92% / 4% / 4%) (87% / 9% / 4%) :
Mucosal damage: 5742 13/ 34* 0.04*
yes / no
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Table 4. Mean arterial pressure changes in the patients, with values given as mean + SD.

GlideScope group ILMA group

(n=45) (n=45)
Mean arterial pressure, preinduction (mmHg) 101.8 + 14 100 + 14.7
Mean arterial pressure, postinduction 89.3+15.2 89.1+15.7
Mean arterial pressure, postinsertion 98.4+22.7... 97.8 £19.5...
Mean arterial pressure 1 min after intubation 91.7 +16.5 86.2 +14.8
Mean arterial pressure 2 min after intubation 80.4+11.2 78.7 +10.8

...P < 0.001; postinduction mean arterial pressure values compared with the postinsertion mean

arterial pressure values.

Table 5. Heart rate values of patients, with values given as mean + SD.

GlideScope group ILMA group

(n=45) (n =45)
Heart rate, preinduction (beats/min) 87.6 +17.7 84.1 +15.1
Heart rate, postinduction 86 +14.3 82.4+13.3
Heart rate, postinsertion 95 + 16... 87.6 £ 12.6*
Heart rate, 1 min after intubation 91.3+13 87.8 +14.2
Heart rate, 2 min after intubation 88.1+134 85.8 £ 13.5

*P<0.05and ... P < 0.001; postinduction heart rate values compared with postinsertion

heart rate values.

Our study demonstrated that the insertion and
intubation times were longer and mucosal damage
was higher in the ILMA group than in the GlideScope
group. A study reported longer insertion and intubation
times than our findings with ILMA under MAILS and
collar immobilization (17,21). However, previously
immobilized patients were intubated for similar
durations as we did in our study by GlideScope (11,15).

Fun et al. (25) compared GlideScope and ILMA
in women with normal airways. Their study showed
that the number of intubation attempts and rate of
mucosal damage were higher and the intubation times
were longer in the ILMA group than in the GlideScope
group in women with normal airways. They mentioned
that, despite its limitations, ILMA is a valuable tool in
difficult airways because it provides ventilation during
intubation.

Optimization maneuvers of ILMA were used in 60%
of patients during MAILS (17). We needed maneuvers
in 15% of patients in the ILMA group. Our study and
other studies demonstrated that GlideScope needed 21%
maneuver application in difficult airways (11,26).

As previously described, both GlideScope and ILMA
increased the HR and MAP after insertion compared with
the postinduction values in our study (27-30).

The main limitation of our study was the absence of
the standard comparator arm (direct laryngoscopy). Some
other limitations of our study included that these results
could not be attributed to real cervical trauma patients
and hemodynamic changes could not be attributed to
unstable cardiovascular patients. Our surgery types were as
follows: septorhinoplasty, tympanoplasty, laparoscopy, and
abdominal hysterectomy. These were not trauma patients
that needed cervical stabilization. Optimization maneuvers
were used in both groups in our study, and these maneuvers
have potential risk for damage in real cervical trauma
patients. Future investigation are required in real cervical-
injured patients.

In conclusion, the insertion time, intubation time, and
mucosal damage rates were higher in the ILM A group than in
the GlideScope group, but the total intubation success rates,
effects on hemodynamic parameters, and postoperative
complications were similar between the groups. GlideScope
is superior to ILMA in cervical collar-immobilized patients.

1621



OZDIL et al. / Turk ] Med Sci

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Crosby ET. Airway management in adults after cervical
spine trauma. Anesthesiology 2006; 104: 1293-1318.

Peterson GN, Domino KB, Caplan RA, Posner KL, Lee LA,
Cheney FW. Management of the difficult airway: a closed
claims analysis. Anesthesiology 2005; 103: 33-39.

ATLS Subcommittee: American College of Surgeons’
Committee on Trauma: International ATLS Working
Group. Advanced trauma life support (ATLS): the ninth
edition. ] Trauma Acute Care Surg 2013; 74: 1363-1366.

Goutcher CM, Lochhead V. Reduction in mouth opening
with semi-rigid cervical collars. Br ] Anaesth 2005; 95: 344-
348.

Waltl B, Melischek M, Schusching C, Kabon B, Erlacher
W, Nasel C, Fuchs M, Kapral S. Tracheal intubation and
cervical spine excursion: direct laryngoscopy vs intubating
laryngeal mask. Anaesthesia 2001; 56: 221-226.

Sahin A, Salman MA, Erden IA, Aypar U. Upper cervical
spine vertebrae movement during intubating laryngeal
mask, fibreoptic and direct laryngoscopy: a video-
fluoroscopic study. Eur J Anaesthesiol 2004; 21: 819-823.

Sherren PB, Kong ML, Chang S. Comparison of the
Macintosh, McCoy, Airtraq laryngoscopes and the
intubating laryngeal mask airway in a difficult airway with
manual-in-line stabilisation: a cross-over simulation-based
study. Eur ] Anaesthesiol 2013; 30: 544-549.

Russel T, Lee C, Firat M, Cooper RM. A comparison
of the forces applied to a manikin during laryngoscopy
with GlideScope and Macintosh laryngoscopes. Anaesth
Intensive Care 2011; 39: 1098-1102.

Timmermann A, Russo SG, Rosenblatt WH, Eich C,
Barwing J, Roessler M, Graf BM. Intubating laryngeal mask
airway for difficult out-of-hospital airway management: a
prospective airway evaluation. Br J Anaesth 2007; 99: 286-
291.

Struck MF, Wittrock M, Nowak A. Prehospital GlideScope
video laryngoscope for difficult airway management in a
helicopter rescue program with anaesthetists. Eur ] Emerg
Med 2011; 18: 282-284.

Bathory I, Frascarolo P, Kern C, Schoettker P. Evaluation
of the GlideScope for tracheal intubation in patients
with cervical spine immobilisation by a semi-rigid collar.
Anaesthesia 2009; 64: 1337-1341.

Longeron O, Masso E, Huraux C, Guggiari M, Bianchi A,
Coriat P, Riou B. Prediction of difficult mask ventilation.
Anesthesiology 2000; 92: 1229-1236.

Laryngeal Mask Company Limited. LMA Fastrach
Instruction Manual. London, UK: The Laryngeal Mask
Company Limited; 2006.

Verathon Inc. GlideScope Cobalt AVL System User’s
Manual and Reference Guide. Sydney, Australia: Verathon;
2010.

1622

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Wetsch WA, Spelten O, Hellmich M, Carlitscheck M,
Padosch SA, Lier H, Bottiger BW, Hinkelbein J. Comparison
of different video laryngoscopes for emergency intubation
in a standardized airway manikin with immobilized
cervical spine by experienced anaesthetists. A randomized
controlled crossover trial. Resuscitation 2012; 83: 740-745.

Turkstra T, Craen R, Pelz D, Gelb A. Cervical spine motion: a
fluoroscopic comparison during intubation with lighted stylet,
GlideScope and Macintosh laryngoscope. Anesth Analg 2005;
101: 910-915.

Bilgin H, Bozkurt M. Tracheal intubation using the ILMA,
C-Trach or McCoy laryngoscope in patients with simulated
cervical spine injury. Anaesthesia 2006; 61: 685-691.

Arslan ZI, Ozdamar D, Yildiz TS, Solak ZM, Toker K. Tracheal
intubation in morbidly obese patients: a comparison of the
Intubating Laryngeal Mask Airway and Laryngeal Mask
Airway CTrach. Anaesthesia 2012; 67: 261-265.

Dhonneur G, Ndoko SK, Yavchitz A, Foucrier A, Fessenmeyer
C, Pollian C, Combes X, Tual L. Tracheal intubation of
morbidly obese patients: LMA CTrach vs direct laryngoscopy.
Br ] Anaesth 2006; 97: 742-745.

Malik MA, Maharaj CH, Harte BH, Laffey JG. Comparison
of Macintosh, Truview EVO2, GlideScope, and AirwayScope
laryngoscope use in patients with cervical spine immobilization.
Br ] Anaesth 2008; 101: 723-730.

Komatsu R, Nagata O, Kamata K, Yagamata K, Sessler DI,
Ozaki M. Intubating laryngeal mask airway allows tracheal
intubation when the cervical spine is immobilized by a rigid
collar. Br ] Anaesth 2004; 93: 655-659.

Malik MA, Subramaniam R, Maharaj CH, Harte BH, Laftey JG.
Randomized controlled trial of the Pentax AWS, GlideScope
and Macintosh laryngoscope in predicted difficult intubation.
Br J Anaesth 2009; 103: 761-768.

Liu EH, Goy WR, Chen YL. Success of tracheal intubation with
Intubating Laryngeal Mask Airway. Anesthesiology 2008; 108:
621-626.

Prasarn ML, Conrad B, Rubery PT, Wendling A, Aydog T,
Horodyski M, Rechtine GR. Comparison of 4 airway devices
on cervical spine alignment in a cadaver model with global
ligamentous instability at C_-C,. Spine 2012; 37: 476-481.

Fun WL, Lim Y, Teoh WH. Comparison of the GlideScope
videolaryngoscope vs the intubating laryngeal mask for
females with normal airways. Eur ] Anaesthesiol 2007; 24: 486-
491.

Lim Y, Yeo SW. A comparison of the GlideScope with the
Macintosh laryngoscope for tracheal intubation in patients
with simulated difficult airway. Anaesth Intensive Care 2005;
33:243-247.

Xue FS, Zhang GH, Li XY, Sun HT, Li P, Li CW, Liu KP.
Comparison of hemodynamic responses to orotracheal
intubation with the GlideScope videolaryngoscope and the
Macintosh direct laryngoscope. J Clin Anesth 2007; 19: 245-250.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-200606000-00026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-200606000-00026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-200507000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-200507000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-200507000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aei190
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aei190
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aei190
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2044.2001.01869.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2044.2001.01869.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2044.2001.01869.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2044.2001.01869.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003643-200410000-00011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003643-200410000-00011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003643-200410000-00011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003643-200410000-00011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/EJA.0b013e3283615b80
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/EJA.0b013e3283615b80
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/EJA.0b013e3283615b80
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/EJA.0b013e3283615b80
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/EJA.0b013e3283615b80
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aem136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aem136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aem136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aem136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aem136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MEJ.0b013e328344e70f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MEJ.0b013e328344e70f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MEJ.0b013e328344e70f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MEJ.0b013e328344e70f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2009.06075.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2009.06075.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2009.06075.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2009.06075.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-200005000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-200005000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-200005000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.resuscitation.2011.11.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.resuscitation.2011.11.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.resuscitation.2011.11.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.resuscitation.2011.11.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.resuscitation.2011.11.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.resuscitation.2011.11.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/01.ane.0000166975.38649.27
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/01.ane.0000166975.38649.27
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/01.ane.0000166975.38649.27
http://dx.doi.org/10.1213/01.ane.0000166975.38649.27
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2006.04706.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2006.04706.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2006.04706.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2011.06991.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2011.06991.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2011.06991.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2044.2011.06991.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/ael219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/ael219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/ael219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/ael219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aen231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aen231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aen231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aen231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeh248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeh248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeh248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeh248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aep266
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aep266
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aep266
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aep266
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ALN.0b013e318167af61
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ALN.0b013e318167af61
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ALN.0b013e318167af61
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31822419fe
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31822419fe
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31822419fe
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31822419fe
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0265021506002067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0265021506002067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0265021506002067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0265021506002067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinane.2006.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinane.2006.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinane.2006.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinane.2006.11.004

28.

29.

OZDIL et al. / Turk ] Med Sci

Siddiqui N, Katznelson R, Friedman Z. Heart rate/blood
pressure response and airway morbidity following tracheal
intubation with direct GlideScope and
Trachlight: a randomized control trial. Eur ] Anaesthesiol
2009; 26: 740-745.

laryngoscopy,

Zhang GH, Xue FS, Sun HY, Li CW, Sun HT, Li P, Liu KP.
Comparative study of hemodynamic responses to orotracheal
intubation with intubating laryngeal mask airway. Chin Med ]
2006; 119: 899-904.

30.

Kihara S, Watanabe S, Taguchi N, Suga A, Brimacombe JR.
Tracheal intubation with the Macintosh laryngoscope versus
intubating laryngeal mask airway in adults with normal
airways. Anaesth Intensive Care 2000; 28: 281-286.

1623



