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Hukmo He moxxem rnocmpoums 30aHue, Ha4uHas ¢
8epXHe20 amaxxa: 0715 NoooepxaHUs CmpyKkmypbl
HeobxooumM cpyHOameHmM

Hukmo He moxxem cmameb cyrniepcrieyuanucmom 8 y3Kou
obriacmu, He umes npakmuku obuw,ea2o xupypaa.
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CneunanbHOCTb

Xupypruga scero XKT (B T.u.
TpaHcnnaHTauus abaoMuHarnbHbIX
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O6Lwas xmpyprms Kak ...

[ [ucumnnuHa ]

« AcenTtuka m aHTucenTuka

« 3HAKOMCTBO C AMArHOCTUYECKUMU
MeTogamMu

« KpoBOTEYEHNE, METOAObI
OCTaHOBKU

o JTanbl XNPypruieckmnx ornepawum,
BeaeHune D0NbHOro

o Xunpypruyeckaa MHdekums
MHoroe gpyroe
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OnepaTuBHbIN OOCTYIM

C yero Ha4yHem?

* AHTUCENTNYECKaa obpaboTka
onepaLnoHHOro rnosid n ero
orpaHn4YeHmne cTepunbHbIM
MaTepuanom

OnepaunoHHasa meacecTpa




OnepaTuBHbIN OOCTYIM

{ OCHOBbI aCeNTUKN N aHTUCENTUKU ] -~ | i ]

«Bce, YTO conpukacaeTcsa ¢ paHOU, AOJIKHO ObITb
CTepUunbHO»

A UMEeHHO:
*  IHCTpPYMEHTDI
* [lepeBsi3oyHbIN MaTepuan, bernbe
 Pykn
* OnepaunoHHoe none (Kkoxxa 60nbLHOoro)

*MpaBuno ®unoH4Ynkosa-I'poccrxa — obpadboTka nepen orpaHN4eHUEM
benbem, nepen paspesom, B Xoae onepauun, nepe HarnoxeHnem
KOXHbIX LUBOB, MOCIIE€ HANOXEHUNS KOXKHbIX LLIBOB
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«/ICKyCCTBO accucTnpoBaHus»

[ NaBHas 3agada — caenatb BCe BO3MOXHOE Anst KOMMPOPTHOM paboThl
oneparopa




OnepaTnBHbIN OOCTYI ‘

{ Pacce4deHune KoXun n nogkoxXHou xmposou knetyaTtku (IN>XKK) ]




51 OOCTYN

T ———T T

(&) T4 [T EHINO significant difference in wound infection rates or scar cosmesis WEReEqil=le!
between the treatment groups. Electrocautery significantly reduced the incision time and
postoperative wound pain. A trend toward less incisional blood loss from skin incisions made with

electrocautery was noted. Electrocautery is a safe and effective method for performing surgical skin
incisions.
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c Cochrane Trusted evidence.
= H Informed decisions.
9 lel’al‘y Better health. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews
[Intervention Review]

Transverse verses midline incisions for abdominal surgery

Steven R Brownl, Jim Tiernan2

| lpogoNbHbLI

1Surgery, Sheffield Teaching Hospitals, Sheffield S7, UK. 2Leeds Institute of Molecular Medicine, Leeds, UK

Randomized Controlled Trial > Ann Surg. 2009 Jun;249(6):913-20.
doi: 10.1097/SLA.0b013e3181a77¢c92.

Midline versus transverse incision in major
abdominal surgery: a randomized, double-blind
equivalence trial (POVATI: ISRCTN60734227)

r

Christoph M Seiler ', Andreas Deckert, Markus K Diener, Hanns-Peter Knaebel, Markus A Weigand,
Norbert Victor, Markus W Blichler
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Epub 2010 Aug 25.

I I O rI e p eq H bl Comparative Study > Surg Endosc. 2011 Apr;25(4):1031-6. doi: 10.1007/s00464-010-1309-2.
\ %

N Incisional hernia, midline versus low transverse
i incision: what is the ideal incision for specimen
extraction and hand-assisted laparoscopy?

Ashwin DeSouza ', Bastian Domajnko, John Park, Slawomir Marecik, Leela Prasad, Herand Abcarian



Table 4 Hernia rates in anterior resection

Hernia rate

p value

Open (n = 47) 25.5%

Midline (n = 56) 23.2%

Pfannenstiel (n = 119) 0

Open vs. midline

p = 0.785*

Midline vs. Pfannenstiel
p < 0.0001

Pfannenstiel vs. open

p < 0.0001**

' ) . 0
* Pearson’s y~ test; ** Fisher's exact test
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[TocnonHoe ywimnsaHme nanapoToMHOW ‘
pPaHbl

* Hy>XHO N1 OTAENBHO YLIMBATL
OpHOLWKNHY?
‘;; » Kakyto HUTb BblOpaTbh Ans
y v YLLUNBAHUSA anoHeBPO3a?
« Kakou LWoB: HeNpepbIBHbIN UMK
y3r10BOW?
 Hago nu ctaBuTb gpeHax?




LlloB GpoLLNHbI

Comparative Study > Am J Obstet Gynecol. 1988 Mar;158(3 Pt 1):536-7. Table ll, Pos[opera[i\'e complicali()ns af(er
doi: 10.1016/0002-9378(88)90020-8. . . o .
reproductive operations in which the abdomen

Closure of laparotomy incisions with or without was closed with or without peritoneal suturin g

peritoneal suturing and second-look laparoscopy

P P Postop(mm-e Penitoneal closure|No peritoneal closure
- complications (n = 168) (%) (n = 165) (%)
Affiliations + expand —
PMID: 2964783 DOI: 10.1016/0002-9378(88)90020-8 \vound infeflion 6 (36) 4 (24)
Pneumonia 1 (0.6) 1 (0.6)
Urinary tract infection | (0.6) 2(1.2)
Leak of dextran 1 (0.6) 4(2.4)

YwmnBatb UNu He yLumBaTh OPOLLNHY?
HocmoeepHbix pasnu4yuli Hem! YwueaHue 6prowWuHbI HUKaK He esiusiem
Ha npouecc 3a)KuesieHuUsl paHbl, OOHAKO MOXem yeesiu4dumb crnaevyHbIl
rmpouecc



Ll loB anoHeBpo3a ‘

[ TpeboBaHu4 K LWBY aBnoHeBpPoO3a (Moynihain) ]

» JlocTaTto4yHaqa NpoYHOCTb

« PaccacbiBaeMocCTb

« CBoboaa oT MHdeKLNM

« OTcyTCTBME pEeaKkUUm Ha
LLOBHbIN MaTepuarn



Kakasa HUTb?

[IPOYHOCTb HUTU JOKHA COXPaHATLCA 40 06pasoBaHUSA MPOYHOro anoOHEBPOTUYECKOTO
py6 Lla AM Rath, et al: The healing of laparotomies
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Y y3/5108020 wWiea Hem HUKaKux
npeumMmyuwecme repeod HernpepbI8HbIM!

HenpepbIBHbIN UK Y3510BOW LLIOB?

Randomized Controlled Trial > Ann Surg. 2009 Apr;249(4):576-82.
doi: 10.1097/SLA.0b013e31819ec6c8.

Interrupted or continuous slowly absorbable sutures
for closure of primary elective midline abdominal
incisions: a multicenter randomized trial (INSECT:
ISRCTN24023541)

Christoph M Seiler 1, Thomas Bruckner, Markus K Diener, Armine Papyan, Henriette Golcher,
Christoph Seidimayer, Annette Franck, Meinhard Kieser, Markus W Biichler, Hanns-Peter Knaebel




OnTumManbHbIV LWOB anoHeBpPO3a

OnmumasibHbIM WEOM arnoHegpo3a —
dgesisdemcsi HenpepbleHbla woe Meta-analysis of techniques for closure of midline abdominal

incisions
M e aﬂ eH H OP a cca Cbl 6 a "o u‘eu CH M. van ’t Riet, E. W. Steyerberg?, J. Nellensteyn, H. J. Bonjer and J. Jeekel

Departments of General Surgery and *Public Health, Erasmus University Medical Centre Rotterdam - Dijkzigt, Rotterdam, The Netherlands

A4
M H M H m H H m Correspondence to: Dr M. van "t Riet, Department of Surgery, Academic Hospital Rotterdam, Dr Molewaterplein 40, 3015 GD Rotterdam, The
b Netherlands (e-mail: mvantriet@hotmail.com)

Table 4 Analysis of suture technique for different suture materials

Suture type No. of patients  Incisional hernia Wound dehiscence Wound infection Suture sinus  Wound pain
Interrupted versus continuous 365 versus 379 48 versus 60 8 versus 6 24 versus 34 3 versus 4 14 versus 25
rapidly absorbable® (ns.) (n.s.) (ns) (ns) (n.s.)
Interrupted rapidly absorbable 609 versus 601 49 versus 35 10 versus 13 47 versus 37 3versus23 14 versus 50

versus continuous non-absorbable®** (ns.) (n.s) (ns.) (P=0001) (P<0001)
Interrupted rapidly absorbable versus 998 versus 994 111 versus 94 20 versus 23 68 versus 87 17 versus 25 6 versus 11
continuous slowly absorbable®29'-32 (n.s.) (ns.) (n.s.) (ns.) (ns.)
Interrupted non-absorbable versus 51 versus 54 5 versus 5 1 versus 0 1 versus 2 — —
continuous rapidly absorbable™ (ns.) (n.s) (n.s.)

e i 2 g i n.s., Not significant. Mantel-Haenszel method
Table 3 Analysis of suture material (same suture technique in both groups)

Suture type No. of patients Incisional hemia Wound dehiscence Wound infection Suture sinus Wound pain
Continuous rapidly absorbable versus 379 versus 372 60 versus 31 6 versus 8 34 versus 27 4 versus 23 25 versus 50
non-absorbable® (P =0-001) (ns) (n.s.) (P<0001) (P=0-003)
Continuous slowly absorbable versus 1330 versus 1339 119 versus 117 17 versus 17 106 versus 107 12 versus 28 46 versus 85
non-absorbable?2426-2¢ (ns) (ns.) (ns.) (P=002) (P<0-005)
Continuous rapidly absorbable versus slowly 379 versus 370 60 versus 37 6 versus 13 34 versus 43 4 versus 11 25 versus 23
absorbable® (P < 0-009) (ns) (ns.) (n.s.) (ns.)
Interrupted rapidly absorbable 59 versus 102 0 versus 6 0 versus 1 6 versus 7 0versus9 —

versus non-absorbable®® (ns.) (ns.) (ns.) (P < 0.05)

n.s., Not significant. Mantel-Haenszel method
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Randomized Controlled Trial > Acta Neurochir Suppl. 2010;106:87-9.
doi: 10.1007/978-3-211-98811-4_14.

Glue instead of stitches: a minor change of the
operative technique with a serious impact on the
shunt infection rate

Regina Eymann 1, Michael Kiefer

Affiliations + expand
PMID: 19812926 DOI: 10.1007/978-3-211-98811-4_14




[lpeHnpoBaHne 6POLLIHON NOJSIOCT

1. [laccuBHOE — OTTOK MO NPUHLUMNY
coobularoLmxca cocyaos, cBOOOAHbIN KOHEL,
HWXe paHbl

2. AKTUBHOE — B obnacTtu HapPy>KHOIo KOHLa
co3faeTcd oTpmnuarteribHoe aBJrieHne

3. [1poTOYHO-NPOMbIBHOE — 2 ApeHaa, No ogHOMY
BBeJEeHMNe aHTUCcenTuka, No Apyromy yaaneHue

OyHKUMN OpEeHNPOBaHUS:

e du3nmyeckasa aHTUcCenTuKa

» [lpeBeHTUBHO-AMArHOCTUYECKasa — MOryT ObITb
BbISIBIIEHbI OCIIOXHEHUS

e JleyebHas




[MpodmnnakTnyeckoe apeHnpoBaHUeE B LENAX
ONAarHoCTMKM nocneonepaumnoHHbIX

ocnoxHeHnn Heé UMeeT Hay4HOro
O0O0OCHOBaHMSA

OHO, KOHEYHO, TaK-TO TakK, BCE 3TO NPEKPACHO, Aa Kak bbl

4Yero He Bbll/io.

AHTOH lMaBnosu4 Yexos, "Yenosek B pytnape"

Heobxoanmo nn npodunakTnyeckoe

OpeHnpoBaHne?

KAK Bbl y N .
HEBbIWMO! [\

Fig. 42.1. Confused resident: “Boss, he’s still sick.” Old-fashioned surgeon:

“Perhaps we should have placed more drains.”



Heobxoanmo nn npodunakTnyeckoe
OpeHnpoBaHne?

4 ) 4 )

Drainage after elective hepatic resection. A randomized trial.

I Ie“-|9| Ib J Belghiti, M Kabbej, A Sauvanet, V Vilgrain, Y Panis, and F Fekete KMI I IKa

» Author information » Copyright and License information  Disclaimer

. J - J

n p O ¢ u-r’ a K m u qe CK O e Prophylactic Abdomiie

Routine abdominal drainage for uncomplicated liver resection
After Elective Colonic Resection and
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Buabi weoB npu NMNXO0
[lepBUYHbIE — HAKNaAbIBAOT 40 PasBUTUS

MEXAHUYECKAA AHTUCENTUKA »
rpaHynauunmn, paHa 3axXmBaet nepBnYHbIM

/ ,/ \ HaTsXKEeHneM

Tyaner MNMepsuyHas BropuuHas Opyrue [lepBUYHO-OTCPOYEHHbIE — HAKMaabIiBaOT Nocne
XUpypruyeckas XUpypruyeckan onepauum u
paHs! Cariarait] | ooieonaran | letsevramii CTUXaHWsi BOCNANMTENBHOIO npoLiecca Yepes 1-5
CYTOK
BTopuyHble — HaknagbIiBaloT Ha rpadynmpyroine
1. Yanenue 1. PacceveHne 1. Wccevenue 1.BckpbiTHe paHbl, LUefb — YMEHbLUUTb paHEeBYH NOSIOCTb,
rHOWHOro 2. Peuans HEeXW3HecnocobHbIX|| rHOWHUKOB
akccypara | |3. McceveHue TKaHewn {abcuecec, YCKOPUTb 3aXXuBJieHNe
2. Ynanexuue KpaéB, CTEHOK 2. YaaneHue dnermoHa,
CryCTKOB U AHa paHbl, WHOPOAHbLIX Ten, naHapuyuin
3. OyuweHuwe yaaneHue remMarom wap.)
paHeBoun remaTom, 3. BekpbiTue 2. BckpbiTue
nosepx- UHOPOOHbIX KapMaHoB U KapMaHoB M
HOCTH TEN 1 OYaros 3aTEKOB 3aTEKOB
U KOXH HeKpo3a 4. [lpeHupoBaHue 3. MyHKUuUA
4. BoccTtaHoBneHue paHbl THOMHUKOB
NOBPEXAEHHDBIX
TKaHen
5. HanoxeHue WaoB
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