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[Abstract] Propofol is a widely used short-acting intravenous anesthetic agent in medical practice
that is used for induction and maintenance of general anesthesia as well as commonly applied for sedation in
intensive care unit. More recent studies have shown that propofol’s rewarding effect and the potential for ad—
diction and abuse. The review summarizes the relevant experimental animal data, clinical observations and

the possible neurochemical mechanism for propofols rewarding effect. It will be helpful to provide reference

for prevention and treatment for propofol addiction and abuse.
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