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LMA Supreme vs LMA Proseal

| Proseal Supreme

Leak Pressure: Cm H,O 25 (6) 21 (5)
First attempt success rate 38 98

Seet E, et al. Safety and efficacy of laryngeal mask airway Supreme

versus laryngeal mask airway ProSeal: a randomized controlled trial.
Eur J Anaesthesiol 2010 27:602—7




Predictors of failed LMA unique™

e Failure in 1.1%
3 fold increase in failed mask ventilation

 60% of failed LMA- hypoxia, hypercapnia, airway
obstruction

o 42% inadequate ventilation
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Predictors of failed LMA unique™

Risk Factors
e Surgical table rotation
 Male sex
 Poor dentition
* Increased BMI
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British Journal of Anaesthesia, 117 (S1): 183-186 (2016)
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