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[ Abstract] Objective To compare the outcome of procedure for proplapse and hemorrhoids (PPH) and

milligan-morgan procedure. Methods  One hundred cases of the [lI, IV degree internal and mixed

hemorrhoid patients were randomly devided into PPH group (7 =50) and milligan-morgan procedure group
(n=50) to compare their opernating time, postoperative pain, length of hospital stay, hospital fees,
postoperative complications and efficacy.  Results Operation time, postoperative pain, length of hospital
stay, postoperative complications in PPH group were lower than those in milligan-morgan procedure group,
PPH is a safe and effective treatment in the management of

while hospital fee on the contrary.  Conclusions

the [l , IV degree internal and mixed hemorrhoids.
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Tab 1 The comparison of opernating time, postoperative pain, length of hospital stay,
hospital fees between PPH and milligan-morgan procedure (x5
Item PPH group MM group t P
Operation time (min) 19. 07 £ 6. 60 40.30 £ 9. 60 12.50 <<0. 001
Post-operative pain (d) 2.32£1.66 9.14£3.56 12.26 <20. 001
Length of hospital stay (d) 9.50%3.70 15.40 £4.10 7.50 <20. 001

Hospital fees (Yuan) 6 937.42+1 032, 42 5 445.06 =1 161. 00 6.79 <20. 001
MM Milligan-morgan procedure.
®2 WAFBHLE
Tab 2 The comparison of efficacy between PPH and milligan-morgan procedure
Cases Rank
Category Rank range Average rank
PPH group MM group PPH group MM group

Bad 0 5 1-5 3.0 0 15.0

Moderate 2 2 6-9 7.5 15.0 15.0

Good 7 21 10-37 23.5 164.5 493.5

Very good 41 22 38— 100 69.0 2 829.0 1518.0

Total 50 50 3 008.5 2 041.5

Zc=4.57, P<<0.001; MM:Milligan-morgan procedure.
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Tab 3 The comparison of postoperative complications

between PPH and milligan-morgan procedure

Postoperative PPH group MM group

complications (50 cases) (50 cases)
Bleeding 12%) 5(10%)
Urinary retention 6(12%) 11(22%)
Anal stenosis 0 129%6)
Incontinence 0 12%)

MM : Milligan-morgan procedure.
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