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Comparison of mesoappendix dissection in laparoscopic appendectomy and conventional laparoscopic appendec-
tomy

ZHANG Yu-xing,ZHAO Hui-bin,ZHANG Chao-jun  (Department of General Surgery,Navy General Hospital , Beijing 100048 , China)

Abstract: Objective To investigate the short-term curative effect of mesoappendix dissection and conventional laparoscopic appendec-
tomy for appendicitis patients. Methods A total of 200 patients with acute appendicitis or acute episode of chronic appendicitis admitted in
navy general hospital from March 2016 and February 2017 were randomly divided into observation group and control group,100 cases in each
group. The observation group were treated with mesoappendix dissection in laparoscopic appendectomy ,and the control group received conven-
tional laparoscopic appendectomy. The operation duration,the active bleeding incidence,the ratio of taking out specimen from trocar,the time
of hospitalization after operation and the incidence of pelvic infection and puncture infection were compared between two groups. Results
The operation duration in observation group was shorter than that in control group,the active bleeding incidence in observation group was low-
er than that in control group,and the ratio of taking out specimen from trocar in observation group was higher than that in control group,the
differences were significant( P <0.05). There was no significant difference in the ratio of pelvic infection, puncture infection and the time of
hospitalization after operation between two group (P >0.05). Conclusion Although mesoappendix dissection laparoscopic appendectomy
cannot reduce the chance of infection or shorten the period of hospitalization, but it can shorten operation time and reduce bleeding during op-
eration effectively. So the modified operation method has more advantages than the conventional one in acute appendicitis and acute episode of
chronic appendicitis.
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