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Comparative study of laparoscopic appendectomy and open appendectomy for suppurative appendicitis
LIU Hong-bin, LIU Hai-jun (Department of Surgery, 273th Hospital of PLA, Korla Xinjiang 841000, China )

Abstract: Objective To investigate the therapeutic effect of laparoscopic appendectomy (LA) and open appendectomy (OA) for
suppurative appendicitis. Methods  The clinical data of 113 patients with suppurative appendicitis underwent surgeries between March 2011
and December 2012 were analyzed. Among them, 61 cases were treated by LA and 52 cases were treated by OA. The operation time,blood
loss, time of anal exhaust, pain, postoperative hospital stay, complications and hospitalization cost between the two groups were compared.
Results There were 4 cases converting to open surgery in LA group. The cost and blood loss in LA group were higher than those in
OA group (P <0.05). There was no statistical significance in the operation time, postoperative hospital stay and time of anal exhaust
between two groups (P > 0. 05). The pain and incision infection rate in LA group were lower than those in OA group (P <0.05).
Conclusion  There are respective advantages in using LA and OA for suppurative appendicitis. The clinical application should be based on
the patient’ s condition and experiences of the surgeon.
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