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Abstract: Comparison Qutpatient local anesthesia for stapled to closed (Ferguson)
hemorrhoidectomy in return to normal activity

Prinya Santichatngam, M.D., Nut Boonniti, M.D.

Department of Surgery, Maharat Nakhon Ratchasima Hospital, Nakhon Ratchasima, 30000
Nakhon Ratch Med Bull 2003:27:39-47.

Introduction. Hemorrhoid is the common disease among the general population. Longo A described circular
stapled hemorrhoidectomy in 1993. There was no reported about return to normal activity of outpatient local
anesthesia for stapled hemorrhoidectomy. Objective. To compare return to normal activity of outpatient
local anesthesia for stapled with closed (Ferguson) hemorrhoidectomy. Patients and methods. We prospective
purposive sampling in surgical patients of hemorrhoidal disease in Maharat Nakhon Ratchasima Hospital
during November 2000 and March 2001. Independent-blinded evaluator follow-up postoperative patients at
1,7, 14, 28 days after surgery. Statistical analysis were used mean, SD, %, 95% CI , Chi-square analysis with
Yates correction or Fisher's exact test as appropriate, unpaired t-test (two tails) and survival analysis. Resulis
and discussion. There was statistical significant of postoperative pain in stapled group less than conventional
group. Stapled hemorrhoidectomy resulted clinical and statistical significant in shorter return to normal
activity, probably there was no morbidity from perianal wounds. Conclusion. Outpatient local anesthesia for
stapled hemorrhoidectomy resulted clinical and statistical significant in shorter period of convalescence. This
procedure should be the alternative treatment of hemorrhiodectomy.

Key words: Stapled hemorrhoidectomy, local anesthesia, prospective, return to normal activity
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- agihu 8(16.7) 11(23.9)

- M 1327.1) 0

- Sudna 10(20.8) 17(37.0)
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- external hemorrhoid 28(58.3) 28(60.9)

- internal hemorrhoid

- grade 3 33(68.8) 45(97.8)
- grade 4 15(31.2) 1(2.2)

- skin tags 1(2.1) 2(4.3)

- mucosal prolapse 0 0
Symptom severity scoring 4.29+1.00 3.9+0.64
(95 % CI) (3.92, 4.48) (3.73, 4.22)
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- urinary retention 1(2.1) 0 1

- bleeding 5(10.4) 2(4.3) 0.44

- infection 3(6.3) 1(2.2)

- fissure 1(2.1) 0
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