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Comparison of two methods in dealing with appendix root during laparoscopic appendectomy
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Abstract: Objective To compare advantages and disadvantages of absorbable clips and silk ligation in dealing with appendix root dur-
ing laparoscopic appendectomy (LA). Methods Totally 122 cases of laparoscopic appendectomy (LA) at the same period were divided
randomly into silk ligation group and absorbable clips group (n =61). The clinical data were analyzed. Results The operations of 122 ca-
ses were all completed successfully with no complications being observed. Shorter operation time (P <0.01) and higher hospitalization cost
(P <0.01) were found in absorbable clips group. Conclusion Both absorbable clips and silk ligation are safe and reliable in dealing with

appendix root. Patient’ s economic status,doctor’ s operating skills and specific condition of appendix root should be taken into consideration

when choosing the surgical method.
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