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Abstract:

Birth is one of the most important moments of pregnant women, where The natural 
pregnancy lasts for 37-42 weeks at its end the fetus generates, There are two types of 
birth :natural and ceasarean birth, which Is similar to many surgery the requires anesthesia 
where there are two types :general and spinal anaethesia ,both of them have many side 
effects on the women. this study was conducted by 100 women to compare the impact of 
type anesthesia in ceasarean on primigravida Health in career and labor at the  hospital 
tishreen university, have been selected by purposive sampling and data collected by using 
a questionnaire developed by the researcher.the results showed that the bleeding becomes 
less at primigravida after spinal anesthesia compared to the general anesthesia,as showed 
height of the nausea and vomiting and headache after the spinal anesthesia compared to 
the general anesthesia and the return of the movement bowl begins at primigravida after 
spinal anesthesia the earliest of general anesthesia and that urination of begins at 
primigravida after general anesthesia the earliest of spinal anesthesia. The study 
recommended conducting educational program by the nursing staff the aim of it explain 
positive and negative each of anesthesia type and side effect after cesarean on the mother 
and conducting a broader and more comprehensive study at the country level to compered 
the effect of type anesthesia in ceasarean birth on health of primigravida . 
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 chi-2 
 Ficher's exactChi-2 
 p value 0.05
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N=50 P. Value 

N  N  

 

 16 32 15  

  31 62 35  

 3 6 0  

 

 43 86 29  

  2 4 4  

 5 10 17  

 
 41 82 31  

 
 9 18 19  

 
 41 82 29  

 
 9 18 21  

P< 0.05
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NNNNN
4 8 16 32 35 70 38 76 41 82 
34 68 27 54 14 28 12 24 9 18 
12 24 7 14 1 2 - - - - 
39 78 49 98 50 100 50 100 50 100 
11 22 1 2 - - - - - - 
- - - - - - - - - - 

P Value
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 7 14 7 14 16 32 24 48 26 52 
P Value      
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- - - - 1 2 11 22 44 88 
50 100 50 100 49 98 39 78 6 12 
- - - - - - 4 8 28 56 
50 100 50 100 50 100 46 92 22 44 

P Value  0.050*  
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