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1. Introduction
The robot-assisted laparoscopic technique is a significant 
improvement in the surgical field because this new 
technique offers several advantages like better visualization, 
better dissection, reduced blood loss, decreased analgesic 
requirement, and shortened hospital stay (1–3). Robot-
assisted radical prostatectomy (RARP) is one of the most 
common applications of robotic laparoscopic surgeries. 
However, RARP brings new challenges to the anesthesia 
field because it requires a steep Trendelenburg position 
and pneumoperitoneum. 

Some nonphysiological changes in the cardiovascular, 
cerebrovascular, and respiratory systems related to 
steep Trendelenburg positioning combined with 
pneumoperitoneum were well defined (4–8). However, the 
effects of the steep Trendelenburg position combined with 
pneumoperitoneum on middle ear pressure (MEP) have 
not been studied.

The middle ear cavity is covered by mucosa filled with 
gas and has a constant pressure during physiologically 
normal activities (9). Increase in MEP causes an increase 

in intratympanic pressure, which may result in membrane 
rupture and hearing loss (10,11). It was reported that 
factors such as supine position, general anesthesia, and 
airway management increased the MEP (12–14).

 The current information about the changes of MEP 
during RARP under general anesthesia is not sufficient. 
The aim of this study was to quantify the changes in MEP 
caused by steep Trendelenburg position combined with 
pneumoperitoneum in patients undergoing RARP.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Ethics statement
The study protocol was reviewed according to the 
Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Human 
Ethics Committee of Gazi University (decision number: 
125; decision date: 27.04.2011). The written informed 
consent of all the patients was obtained.
2.2. Patients
Thirty-five patients, of American Society of 
Anesthesiologist (ASA) physical status I–III and aged 18–
80, undergoing RARP in the steep Trendelenburg position 
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were included in this prospective observational study. 
Five patients were excluded from the study because of 
technical problems. No premedication was administered. 
Patients with a history of ear disease, pressure equilibrium 
problems, or abnormal otomicroscopic examination were 
excluded from the study. 
2.3. Method
In the operating room, standard monitoring was applied 
including ECG, pulse oximetry, and noninvasive automated 
arterial pressure. Anesthesia was induced with lidocaine (1 
mg kg–1), propofol (2–3 mg kg–1), and remifentanil (0.3–
0.5 µg kg–1 min–1). Tracheal intubation was facilitated with 
rocuronium (0.6 mg kg–1). After induction, a 20-G cannula 
was inserted into the radial artery in order to measure 
the beat-to-beat arterial pressure and for arterial blood 
sampling. Anesthesia was maintained with infusions of 
remifentanil (0.05–0.2 µg kg–1 min–1) and propofol (6–10 
mg kg–1 h–1). The propofol and remifentanil dosage range 
was planned according to mean arterial pressure (MAP) 
and heart rate (HR). If MAP dropped >20% from the 
baseline, the propofol concentration was reduced to 6 
mg kg–1 h–1. If HR dropped >20% from the baseline, the 
remifentanil concentration was reduced to 0.05 µg kg–1 
min–1. If HR failed to normalize or the fall in the HR 
was <50 beats min–1 then the decrease in HR was treated 
with 0.3 mg of atropine intravenously. If HR or MAP 
increased by >20% of baseline, the propofol concentration 
was increased to 10 mg kg–1 h–1 and intravenous fentanyl 
boluses of 10 µg were given if MAP failed to normalize. 

The lungs were ventilated in volume control mode 
with an O2/air mixture (FiO2 0.4) and patients were 
mechanically ventilated with a tidal volume (VT) of 8–10 
mL kg–1, inspiratory/expiratory ratio of 1:2, and 2.0 L 
min–1 of inspiratory fresh gas flow. Respiratory rate was 
set according to the end tidal carbon dioxide pressure 
(EtCO2) value. Body temperature was maintained at 36–37 
°C using a forced air warming system.

Pneumoperitoneum was created by intraperitoneal 
insufflation of CO2 to a pressure of 15 ± 5 mmHg. The 
surgeon performed the procedure at a control table located 
away from the operating table using the da Vinci robot 
surgical system (Intuitive Surgical, Sunnyvale, CA, USA). 
Tympanometry recordings were obtained in sequence for 
both ears by tympanometry (tympanometer, Otowave 
102-4, Amplivox, Eynsham, UK) and reported in units of 
mmH2O.

The MEP of the patients was measured at the 
following time points: awake (T1), postintubation (T2), 
pneumoperitoneum + 1 h of Trendelenburg position 
(T3), pneumoperitoneum + 2 h of Trendelenburg 
position (T4), pneumoperitoneum + 3 h of Trendelenburg 
position (T5), desufflation + supine position (T6), and 1 
h after extubation in the postanesthesia care unit (T7). 

Furthermore, HR, MAP, peak airway pressure (PAP), tidal 
volume (TV), minute ventilation (MV), EtCO2, and blood 
gas tension values were recorded at the T2, T3, T4, T5, and 
T6 measurement times.

Neuromuscular block reversal was managed with a 
mixture of atropine (10 µg kg–1) and neostigmine (20 µg kg–

1) and the patients were extubated when the tidal volume 
was >5–7 mL kg–1 with a frequency of 10–12 per minute. 
Postoperative analgesia was initiated with tramadol (1 mg 
kg–1) and the patients were transferred to the postoperative 
care unit.
2.4. Statistical analysis
Statistical analysis was performed using SPSS 15.0 for 
Windows. Demographic and hemodynamic variables were 
evaluated using repeated measures of ANOVA. The MEP 
measurements for both ears at all measurement times were 
compared using a paired t-test. P < 0.05 was considered as 
statistically significant.

3. Results
Data from 30 patients were used in the study. Three 
patients were excluded from the study because MEP data 
at the T3 and T4 measurement times could not be obtained 
due to tympanometry calibration problems, and 2 patients 
were excluded from the study because postoperative MEP 
measurements (T7) could not be obtained. The enrolled 
data were normally distributed and are presented as 
median (range) or mean (SD). The demographics of the 
patients were similar and are summarized in Table 1. 
Median patient age was 66 (48–73) years and the total 
time spent in the steep Trendelenburg position was 200 
(185–225) min. 

Table 1. Patients’ characteristics and operative data.

Patient characteristics
and operative data Median (range)

Age (years) 66 (46–73)

BMI (kg m–2) 29 (22–36)

ASA 
  I
 II
 III

  n*
  11
  17
  2

Operation time (min) 240 (210–260)

Trendelenburg time (min) 200 (185–225)

Blood loss (mL) 75 (50–100)

Intravenous fluid (mL) 2300 (1800–2600)

*Data of ASA physical status given as number of patients.



297

BOZKIRLI et al. / Turk J Med Sci

Respiratory and hemodynamic data are given in Tables 
2 and 3. PAP values showed a significant increase at T3, 
T4, and T5 when compared to T2. TV and MV were 
significantly decreased at T3, T4, and T5 when compared 
to T2. HR values did not show a significant difference over 
the time periods while MAP values at T3, T4, and T5 were 
significantly higher compared to T1. EtCO2 levels at T4, 
T5, and T6 were significantly higher when compared to 
T2.

Blood gas variables are shown in Table 4. PaO2 did 
not change significantly with pneumoperitoneum and 
Trendelenburg position and it remained within the normal 
range all through the surgery. PaCO2 increased and pH 
decreased 1 h after Trendelenburg positioning (T3), but 
the difference was only significant at T4, T5, and T6 for 
PaCO2 and at T4 and T5 for pH when compared to T2.

Table 5 shows the mean MEP for both right and left 
ears in the supine and the Trendelenburg positions with 

Table 2. Respiratory data of the patients.

T2 T3 T4 T5 T6

SpO2 (%) 99 98 99 98 98

EtCO2 (mmHg) 34 ± 4 38 ± 6 51 ± 3* 48 ± 5* 49 ± 8*

PAP (cmH2O) 15 ± 4 24 ± 3* 26 ± 2* 26 ± 4* 17 ± 3

TV (mL) 690 ± 75 510 ± 20* 520 ± 15* 530 ± 12* 670 ± 30

MV (L) 7 ± 1 6.0 ± 1.3* 5.4 ± 1.2* 6.1 ± 1.4* 6.9 ± 1.4

*P < 0.05 compared to T2 measurement time.

Table 3. Hemodynamic data of the patients.

T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7

HR (beats min–1) 72 ± 8 68 ± 10 64 ± 7 61 ± 5 65 ± 8 66 ± 8 67 ± 11

MAP (mmHg) 73 ± 12 87 ± 10 110 ± 6* 109 ± 14* 98 ± 15* 71 ± 12 70 ± 18

*P < 0.05 compared to T1 measurement time.

Table 4. Blood gas values of the patients.

T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7

pH 7.38 ± 0.05 7.35 ± 0.03 7.31 ± 0.02* 7.29 ± 0.05* 7.37 ± 0.05 7.39 ± 0.06

PaO2 175 ± 20 173 ± 21 169 ± 15 170 ± 18 170 ± 15 120 ± 10

PaCO2 35 ± 6 40 ± 8 57 ± 7* 54 ± 5* 50 ± 7* 45 ± 7

HCO3 24 ± 5 25 ± 7 25 ± 3 25 ± 1 24 ± 5 24 ± 4

*P < 0.05 compared to T2 measurement time.

Table 5. Middle ear pressure (MEP) values of the patients.

  T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7

MEP, right 3.81 ± 1.78 3.98 ± 1.23 15.87 ± 5.34* 47.34 ± 12.6* 43.87 ± 11.5* 44.78 ± 9.81* 43.25 ± 4.56*

MEP, left 4.17 ± 2.43   4.97 ± 1.34 12 ± 4.71* 46 ± 9.8* 43.15 ± 10.8* 41.18 ± 5.41* 41.17 ± 3.16*

*P < 0.05 compared to T2 measurement time.
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or without pneumoperitoneum against time. Pressures for 
right and left ears were similar at every measurement time. 
MEP reached its maximum value at T4 and the difference 
was significant compared to T1 values; moreover, this 
significant increase continued all through the study. The 
MEP of both left and right ears was significantly higher at 
T3, T4, T5, T6, and T7 compared to T1. 

4. Discussion
Robot-assisted surgery became an alternative to 
conventional surgery and will likely play an increasingly 
large role in the future of surgical practice. The technology 
of robotic assistance overcame the limitations of 
conventional laparoscopy, providing improved surgical 
precision, better visualization, and better instrument 
control, and has become an alternative to conventional 
radical prostatectomy (1–3). 

RARP management needs steep Trendelenburg 
positioning and CO2 pneumoperitoneum, which causes 
challenges for anesthesiologists because of changes in 
cardiovascular, respiratory, metabolic, and cerebral 
physiology. Hemodynamic and respiratory changes 
may result in increases in airway pressure, hypoxemia, 
pulmonary hypertension, pulmonary edema, heart failure, 
and increases in intracranial pressure (4–8). Furthermore, 
Award et al. (15) showed that intraocular pressure increases 
significantly and this increase is affected by surgical time 
and EtCO2 level in anesthetized patients undergoing 
robotic radical prostatectomy.

In this study, we evaluated the effects of steep 
Trendelenburg position combined with CO2 
pneumoperitoneum on MEP and respiratory variables 
in patients undergoing RARP surgery with propofol 
and remifentanil infusion. Our results showed that CO2 
pneumoperitoneum and Trendelenburg positioning 
caused an increase in arterial pressure, PAP, and MEP 
and a decrease in tidal volume. Respiratory results 
were as expected and compatible with the literature 
(4). Investigating the MEP changes related to the steep 
Trendelenburg position and CO2 pneumoperitoneum was 
our primary purpose. The results of this study showed 
that MEP increased significantly in patients undergoing 
RARP under propofol and remifentanil anesthesia and 
this increase continued until the postoperative first hour, 
which was the endpoint of our study.   

The MEP is regulated by the Eustachian tube, the gas 
exchange through the middle ear mucosa, and central 
neural mechanisms (14,16). Studies showed that, besides 
diseases related to the middle ear, sleeping, body position, 
and anesthesia also play an important role in regulation of 
the MEP (11–14,17). Cinamon et al. (13) studied the MEP 
changes related to body position and concluded that body 
posture had a significant, immediate, and reversible effect 

on MEP. In the present study the steep Trendelenburg 
position combined with pneumoperitoneum caused a 
significant increase and this increase continued to the 
postoperative first hour. This prolonged response may be 
related to the degree and the time of the Trendelenburg 
position or CO2 diffusion to the middle ear.

Results of clinical studies suggested that volatile 
anesthetics might cause an increase in MEP and total 
intravenous anaesthesia (TIVA) was the optimal choice to 
maintain MEP within the normal range (11,12,18,19). In 
this study, to isolate the effects of Trendelenburg position 
combined with pneumoperitoneum independently of the 
effects of anesthesia, TIVA with propofol and remifentanil 
was preferred. 

Gas diffusion and gas transport between the blood 
vessel and middle ear cavity is a suggested mechanism 
that plays a role in MEP regulation (13). The results of the 
present study showed that MEP reached its peak value at 2 
h of Trendelenburg positioning and pneumoperitoneum. 
At this measurement time, the EtCO2 and PaCO2 levels 
were also at their highest values. These results suggest that 
the prolonged increase in MEP was primarily the result 
of elevated CO2 levels in the blood and its passage to the 
middle ear cavity.

Increase in MEP may cause some undesirable clinical 
outcomes. MEP changes may lead to postoperative 
intractable nausea and vomiting (20). Furthermore, 
rupture of membranes and even facial nerve damages may 
occur as a result of significant and long-term increases in 
MEP (21,22). These undesired side effects are challenges 
alongside the benefits of minimally invasive surgeries 
and therefore alternations in MEP during RARP are 
important. Furthermore, the MEP increase in our study 
seems to be independent of preexisting problems because 
in this study patients with a history of ear diseases were 
excluded. Therefore, we cannot speculate on the degree of 
MEP alternations and related complications during RARP 
in patients who have coexisting middle ear diseases and 
further studies are needed to evaluate the MEP alternations 
in these patients. 

In conclusion, the results of this study showed that 
the combination of steep Trendelenburg position and 
pneumoperitoneum during RARP caused a significant 
increase in MEP and this pressure elevation was 
simultaneous with the elevation of PaCO2 and EtCO2 
levels. Although the magnitude of this increase was within 
the normal range and none of our patients suffered from 
ear problems postoperatively, this propensity for increase 
in MEP may cause problems in patients with preexisting 
disease. We recommend a detailed anamnesis of ear 
diseases and consultation with an ear, nose, and throat 
specialist during preanesthetic evaluation of patients who 
will have RARP surgery.



299

BOZKIRLI et al. / Turk J Med Sci

References

1.	 Trinh QD, Sammon J, Sun M, Ravi P, Ghani KR, Bianchi M, 
Jeong W, Shariat SF, Hansen J, Schmitges J et al. Perioperative 
outcomes of robot-assisted radical prostatectomy compared 
with open radical prostatectomy results from the nationwide 
inpatient sample. Eur Urol 2012; 61: 679-685.

2.	 Novara G, Ficarra V, Rosen RC, Artibani W, Costello A, 
Eastham JA, Graefen M, Guazzoni G, Shariat SF, Stolzenburg 
JU et al. Systematic review and meta-analysis of perioperative 
outcomes and complications after robot-assisted radical 
prostatectomy. Eur Urol 2012; 62: 431-452.

3.	 Hu JC, Gu X, Lipsitz SR, Barry MJ, D’Amico AV, Weinberg AC, 
Keating NL. Comparative effectiveness of minimally invasive 
vs open radical prostatectomy. J Am Med Assoc 2009; 302: 
1557-1564.

4.	 Kadono Y, Yaegashi H, Machioka K, Ueno S, Miwa S, 
Maeda Y, Miyagi T, Mizokami A, Fujii Y, Tsubokawa T et 
al. Cardiovascular and respiratory effects of the degree of 
head-down angle during robot-assisted laparoscopic radical 
prostatectomy. Int J Med Robot. 2013; 9: 17-22. 

5.	 Kalmar AF, Foubert L, Hendrickx JF, Mottrie A, Absalom A, 
Mortier EP, Struys MM. Influence of steep Trendelenburg 
position and CO2 pneumoperitoneum on cardiovascular, 
cerebrovascular, and respiratory homeostasis during robotic 
prostatectomy. Br J Anaesth 2010; 104: 433-439.

6.	 Kilic OF, Börgers A, Köhne W, Musch M, Kröpft D, Groeben 
H. Effects of steep Trendelenburg position for robotic-assisted 
prostatectomies on intra-and extrathoracic airways in patients 
with or without chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. Br J 
Anaesth 2015; 114: 70-76.

7.	 Lee JR. Anesthetic consideration for robotic surgery. Korean J 
Anesthesiol 2014; 66: 3-11.

8.	 Falabella A, Moore-Jeffries E, Sullivan MJ, Nelson R, Lew M. 
Cardiac function during steep Trendelenburg position and 
CO2 pneumoperitoneum for robotic-assisted prostatectomy: a 
trans-oesophageal Doppler probe study. Int J Med Robot 2007; 
3: 312-315. 

9.	 Tideholm B, Carlborg B, Jonsson S, Bylander-Groth A. 
Continuous long-term measurements of the middle ear 
pressure in subjects without a history of ear disease. Acta 
Otolaryngol 1998; 118: 369-374. 

10.	 Patterson ME, Bartlett PC. Hearing impairment caused by 
intratympanic pressure changes during general anesthesia. 
Laryngoscope 1976; 86: 399-404.

11.	 Guler S, Apan A, Muluk NB, Budak B, Oz G, Kose E. A. 
Sevoflurane vs. TIVA in terms of middle ear pressure during 
laparoscopic surgery. Adv Clin Exp Med 2014; 23: 447-454.

12.	 Karabiyik L, Bozkirli F, Çelebi H, Goksu N. Effects of nitrous 
oxide on middle ear pressure: a comparison between inhalation 
anesthesia with nitrous oxide and TIVA. Eur J Anaesthesiol 
1996; 13: 27-32.

13.	 Cinamon U, Russo E, Levy D. Middle ear pressure changes as 
function of body position. Laryngoscope 2009; 119: 347-350.

14.	 Degerli D, Acar B, Sahap M, Horasanlı E. Effect of laryngoscopy 
on middle ear pressure during anaesthesia induction. Int J Clin 
Exp Med 2013; 6: 809-813.

15.	 Award H, Santili S, Ohr M, Roth A, Yan W, Fernandez S, 
Roth S, Patel V. The effects of steep Trendelenburg position 
on intraocular pressure during robotic radical prostatectomy. 
Anesth Analg 2009; 109: 473-478.

16.	 Akiyama N, Fukuda TY, Takahashi H. Influence of continuous 
negative pressure in the rat middle ear. Laryngoscope 2014; 
124: 2404-2410.

17.	 Thom JJ, Carlson ML, Driscoll LW, Louis EK, Ramar K, Olson 
EJ, Neff BA. Middle ear pressure during sleep and the effects of 
continuous positive airway pressure. Am J Otolaryngol. 2015; 
36: 173-177.

18.	 Ozturk O, Demiraran Y, Ilce E, Guclu E, Karaman E. Effects of 
sevoflurane and TIVA with propofol on middle ear pressure. 
Int J Ped Otorhinolaryngol 2006; 70: 1231-1234.

19.	 Ozturk O, Ilce Z, Demiraran Y, Iskender A, Guclu E, Yildizbas 
S. Effects of desflurane on middle ear pressure. Int J Ped 
Otorhinolaryngol 2007; 71: 1439-1441.

20.	 Nader ND, Simpson G, Reedy RL. Middle ear pressure changes 
after nitrous oxide anesthesia and its effect on postoperative 
nausea and vomiting. Laryngoscope 2004; 114: 883-886. 

21.	 Perreault L, Normandin N, Plamondon L, Blain R, Rousseau 
P, Girard M, Forget G. Tympanic membrane rupture after 
anesthesia with nitrous oxide. Anesthesiology 1982; 57: 325-
326.

22.	 Garcia Callejo FJ, Velert Vila MM. Facial paralysis after 
nonotologic surgery under general anesthesia. Acta 
Otorrinolaringol Esp 1998; 49: 173-175.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2011.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2011.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2011.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2011.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2011.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2012.05.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2012.05.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2012.05.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2012.05.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2012.05.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2009.1451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2009.1451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2009.1451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2009.1451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcs.1482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcs.1482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcs.1482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcs.1482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcs.1482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeq018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeq018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeq018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeq018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeq018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeu322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeu322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeu322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeu322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bja/aeu322
http://dx.doi.org/10.4097/kjae.2014.66.1.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.4097/kjae.2014.66.1.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcs.165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcs.165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcs.165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcs.165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/rcs.165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1288/00005537-197603000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1288/00005537-197603000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1288/00005537-197603000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.17219/acem/37144
http://dx.doi.org/10.17219/acem/37144
http://dx.doi.org/10.17219/acem/37144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003643-199601000-00006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003643-199601000-00006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003643-199601000-00006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00003643-199601000-00006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lary.20051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lary.20051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lary.24767
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lary.24767
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lary.24767
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amjoto.2014.10.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amjoto.2014.10.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amjoto.2014.10.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amjoto.2014.10.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2005.12.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2005.12.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2005.12.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2007.05.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2007.05.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijporl.2007.05.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00005537-200405000-00018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00005537-200405000-00018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00005537-200405000-00018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-198210000-00017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-198210000-00017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-198210000-00017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00000542-198210000-00017

