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Abstract : Moloney's Darn Repair Versus Lichtenstein Repair in Bang Phli

Hospital
Rongviriyapanich A

Bang Phli Hospital, Bang Phli, Samut Prakarn, 10540

(E-mail : chongkho147@me.com)

Background : This study aims to conduct a com-
parative study of operation results in term of recurrence
and postoperative complications as well as the economic
reasons between the surgical procedure of Moloney’s
darn repair and Lichtenstein repair. Material and Methods
: A retrospective study of the medical records was
conducted in Bang Phli Hospital, Samut Prakarn between
January 1%, 2014 and December 31%, 2015, totally 2 years.
Demographic data, operative data, length of hospital
stay, recurrent rate, the rate of surgical site infection and
the cost analysis were compared between two groups of
patients who received treatment with Moloney’s darn
repair and Lichtenstein repair. Results : There are no
statistical differences between Moloney's darn repair and
Lichtenstein repair in terms of operative times and
complications, but Moloney’s darn repair is likely to
provide more budget value than that of Lichtenstein repair.
Conclusion : Based on this study, the technique of
Moloney’s darn repair shows the better tendency in term
of the economic reason rather than the Lichtenstein repair.
However, no significant difference about the surgical
outcomes was observed.
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Inguinal hernia repair

piingds : WRauifieunaniafnunldideuaviy
¥4I Moloney’s Darn Repair LA Lichtenstein Repair
%ﬂuudm@mﬁ"ﬂmummmﬁjuﬂ'ﬂﬁwuﬂ?zmm5'qu|,@$
98ms : V’m’]imumummuﬁﬂuﬁ@uuﬁwméﬂqaﬁiﬁ?“u
nsrndasnEnldAeuImHLTTs e e UnE Sanda
ayn3tlsnig Faust 1 unsem 2557 - 31 SuanAn 2558
Wuszazinan 2 I TnavinnnsuBFaudiey Demographic
data, Operative data, Hospital stay, AMIINTTLAA
Recurrence, 8R31n131AA Surgical site infection, A ldane
FHluNNI3NEN Ha : TeaedalidanuuAnsegned
uﬁfmmym\mmmlumqﬂfmummmmmummmﬂmzmq:
wnsnteu WeAS Moloney's Darn Repair HAauANAN T
sutlszannegaiiiidAnynneatia agu : nsinwndioe
1&@euauilLilngda Moloney's Darn Repair SAanuAuAN
\FaauLl9eNNuNN93N HININNINAE Lichtenstein Repair

ARNATY nsrnGaldiAauaNEL, Hemiorrhaphy,
nsindnlddeuaviivaiaguuunlalads

UNUI
o 1y o - SR
nsifnldiaenauiiuidunisensannulives
Tuimaniamedaanssy waznwulddszunnesas 75.0
gasldi@auntiiasionun wuluwa anINnIwARDS
(Foraz 90.0 wulwwaane) TnanugiiRnisniuinige
Tugastasang A taandn 1T wazunndt 40T aeluilaqiii

UA 42 aluf 5 AULWU-0aAL 2560




TAuuztn lifndaanisindannaadaluldeanaa
Watlasiunizunsndaufiananuun 1w Incarceration
= . @
178 Strangulation Lilu6w
nsidnldiaeuautiulutiaqriuwusiinldvinuuy
Tension free repair lagld Lichtenstein Repair (LR)'
Tnamnalsaneunaunand limaaeeinia Moloney's Darn
Repair (MDR)? mimlumammmﬂmLummnmum
HanN3FNEN TN L AnAeAY LR elundnisndy
Wudwazanuiduliandaiifin saunslaisdudesld
Prosthesis (Prolene mesh) @ianaazyin l#en3N1370 100
PAIUHARNFAATRENTY warAunulun1siNEIUIATanAY
P Vv I . 35 A
Wasannlaifead@arnldanaaes Prosthesis®® 1iiasann
n1snunauarsenssudelinunisAne eI Ly
59199 MDR waz LR lutlszmalng feaanuaslidnionig
= JX A - a o & , o
AnefzuiiaTauifeunanisfneielundnsnay
\win N9finEaneILNatNfn WaTANANAIT8IRENNT
1951979 MDR WAL LR

/s aa
ALASIBING
= o = ¥ o
WunsAneiagianismunausssiiaudaunds
gasgiloanwAgneflafunisiafnineldidaauauily
o o S I
gafuafusnuaziludnuneanlsaneuiaueng aamdn
aynsUsINIg FauF 1 WnNIIAN 2557 - 31 FuiAN 2558
Wluszazioan 2 U IagvinnsnfFauiisudeyadalszains
doyan1annsn seezinaIN1suanlaanenLa 8n3N1INAL
Y . - X o ooy

lwdn dnsnisinmereunacinsn Arldaenldlunig
Snwnfiasusazaadaiufunuaasismenuna mady
lﬂl v ¥ o 1 ‘ﬂl 1 v
nliangiasuazneanunisinmwisie Nazanal
T5IWENLIAANANNENANINS (Relative weight, RW)
F9Aruaannguitiadalsnsan (Diagnostic related
groups, DRGs) (AN3797% 1) uaztinaeiusaanaaaagilag
wsiazsenAninle-aanuaedsmeuna Tugias

PlaFuNsnFnl{IaauiaLuL MDR way LR

A19199 1 MFANLRUANNAINUFEN ] TUTSINELIALNINE

NAINUMSSNEN s1afuaaslsaneunasa 1 RW
1l 2558 1l 2559
NANUsLAUgUNIWLUITNF L6 8,000 8,000
uandsziuguniwueTauanian 9,000 9,600
dsziudaanluian 11,500 10,000
Useiudannuenian 11,500 10,000
nautToy@nana 9,374 10,128

°l|'|’]3~l@l§l’]\1°"| ’Q»Dﬂi"ﬁ‘]_lﬁ"l‘]_lLL@wQLﬂﬁ"]wﬁT@ﬂiﬁﬂi‘Lmi‘N SPSS Tag/ldana Unpaired t-test LW@LLE‘EI‘LIWIELI"]J@N@
T9UTNLLAE Chi square test LW@LL@EULWHU%@N@L%QﬂMﬂ'}W Iuﬂqﬁ‘l,‘]_@?;l‘]_lLV]?_IU"]J@NZ\]‘EVMQ’NT]ZQN G p-value ‘Vl

Hiaandn 0.05 ﬂ'E]'J”INWJ’]ﬂJLLmﬂﬁlﬁﬂﬂﬁlWQNuﬂ@Wﬂﬂ&Wﬁ\iﬂﬂm

Mﬂmimmqu%mﬁﬂqgﬁwmmu 80 ¢l
LL‘]_I\'iLﬂuﬂ@Nﬂim‘Uﬂ’]ﬁ‘iﬂH’]mtl’Jﬁ MDR 50 18 WLa¢ LR
30 71¢ mmmmumamwuﬁmwiuLLmr]m\mummam
laun a1y (50.40 T VS 55.00 1, p-value = 0.332),

21saIsNsUNISIwNG

BMI (22.10 VS 23.72, p-value = 0.096), T1eiilul&iaau
(p-value = 1.000), 1Hinaa9l&1aa1 (p-value = 0.087)
(A13799 2)



¥
L

M15799 2 Tayanugvaihanlasumsdinnldiaau

VLT MDR LR p-value
ang (1) 50.40 55.00 0.332
BMI (kg/m?) 22.10 23.72 0.096
Side of hernia 1.000
« Left (N) 20 12
* Right (N) 30 18
Type of hernia 0.087
* Indirect (N) 29 10
« Direct (N) 8 6
» Combined (N) 13 14
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p-value = 0.287), Waz@nIINI9LAA Recurrence (2% VS
0%, p-value = 0.436) (m‘a"m‘ﬁl 3)
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LT MDR LR p-value
Operative time (minutes) 36.98 33.97 0.317
Length of stay (days) 2.36 2.13 0.107
Surgical site infection (%) 6 6.67 0.905
Seroma (%) 2 6.6 0.287
Recurrence (%) 2 6 0.436
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a2 MDR LR p-value
ﬁunumﬁﬂwﬁ (un) 10,245.28 13,475.60 < 0.001
25U NNYILNA (L) 9,643.85 10,255.97 0.715
ﬁﬁvl,iﬁmmnu (un) -601.43 -3,219.63 0.088

| 42 aUUR 5 AUYWU-0aIAU 2560

c
3l




Ja1508

Tulaqiiuiinsimudanisdnldiaauauiiy
ldetinanainuany Tnadiqailszasdihaaiuaaiivaan
gmananauiiugn SudunaainANFAIauNaRIsn

o o o aa dl Vo a ] A
uiladaddty Fanenldfuponuiiasiuetnauinae
. : o= aa | o Ay A =
Lichtenstein Repair el udan1sndaR ldBAqnuma

1 o 1l v al A v ¥ ] o o 3
UBAILNANIAA LLG]J\PIIEL@ﬂﬂﬂﬁ]ﬂ\ﬂ?jumuqmﬂ’&ﬂLﬂﬁ"]“"M

(Prolene mesh) laLm"Lﬂ’Lum gilae inloidAn1danelunng
S gy AeduunAnfiazinaznng Moloney’s Darn
Repair Faflunssndnanaanie A uResuLa
1 o 1 o 1y ad I v 1 |3 o ¢ O %
nfnuiy wiidenaalisfeclduiuiandanszt il
Arldanelunisfnuasdandt audunisdoudloauas
T2anenunadszvsnenldanaaals
= | aal , :

AINNITANBINLANIENITUR Moloney’s Darn Repair

TR AMNLANFANTL Lichtenstein Repair §&nmldannnig
- | = v = e Y

whRaueunan g lunnsiadailndAeesiy wazlusnu
NANNTINEITIRNUIUTUUBUITNEILNA BRTINTNALKEA
- X . . ¥ < A o .
AAanasenInisnaulugn sudalewFaueuiy

=2 ' Y @ v al' v a o 2.5 d'ad
NNSANEINAULAIA LA NANINA L AL NS TaafAdEnnse
Moloney’s Darn Repairﬁé]’uvqluﬂ’]ﬁﬂ‘]:r’]ﬁﬁﬂd’] Lichtenstein

oA VY A ey e o -
Repair HasannlafiadeAnldanaaesuiudandansd
(Prolene mesh) WisLBN HaATananefuaaslaaneanunag
Wlé’mnﬂmnumﬁnm&mq ANNANRN NN ANANT LA
WU LANANNAY 1He9a1n3EN126 A LA Aa UL
?I// aa o £ 1 I aa o 1 a o =3 o U
Maaedagnan ey lunquitladelsasaninaaii Al
WaAuuils-aanuaaslsameiuialunisinungilas
18U vTluLAInNL91N135NE1A9835 Moloney's Darn
Repair #iAnuANA W@ UsziunINNg 35 Lichten-

. . Hay o o A &

stein Repair n1saneifidaaniniiasannidunimunau
VT U AUNAILATNIAANINNNTTN T WLNENNNT
RAARNTZEL Al A9A2TNN13NNNANEILLL Randomized
controlled trial TUAUNARMLNEATIAADULALHUTUNA
AM3ANEIL

GE
masnugilael&ideuauiiulaeds Moloney's Darn
Repair #AMNANANTNULITNIUNITNEININNGTE

Lichtenstein Repair

References

1. Kark AE, Kurzer MN, Belsham PA. Three
thousand one hundred seventy-five primary
inguinal hernia repairs: advantages of ambulatory
open mesh repair using local anesthesia.

J Am Coll Surg 1998; 186: 447-55.

2. Moloney GE. Results of nylon-darn repairs
of herniae. Lancet 1958; 1: 273-8.

3. Kaynak B, Celik F, Guner A, Guler K, Kaya MA,
Celik M. Moloney darn repair versus lichtenstein
mesh hernioplasty for open inguinal hernia repair.
Surg Today 2007; 37: 958-60.

21sasnsuMISIwNY

4. Kucuk HF, Sikar HE, Kurt N, Uzun H, Eser M,
Tutal F, et al. Lichtenstein or darn procedure in
inguinal hernia repair: a prospective randomized
comparative study. Hernia 2010; 14: 357-60.

5. Abd El Maksoud W, Abd El Salam M, Ahmed HH.
Comparative study between Lichtenstein
procedure and modified darn repair in treating
primary inguinal hernia: a prospective randomized
controlled trial. Hernia 2014; 18: 231-6. ®






