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Inguinal hernia after radical prostatectomy
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Abstract: Prostate cancer (PCa) is one of the most common malignancies of the male urinary system.
Radical prostatectomy (RP) is a common method for the treatment of localized prostate cancer, which
can be divided into open retropubic (ORP) , laparoscopy (LLRP) , robot—assisted laparoscopy (RARP)
and other methods. Inguinal hernia (IH) is a common complication after RP. With the transformation
of RP from traditional ORP to minimally invasive LRP and RARP methods in recent years, the

clinical characteristics of TH after RP have changed greatly. This paper reviews the advances in the

clinical research of TH after RP.
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B4 i (prostate cancer, PCa) J& 5 M IR
A= B R Gt DL R PE bR 2 —1 AT A IR AR YA MY
B A (radical prostatectomy, RP) JEIAJ7 & BR1: Hij
G R R I ek, BT AT 43 A% G Y T TR
Wk G ARG PHERT I R VIBR AR (open retropubic radical
prostatectomy, ORP) s A # 36 1§ 1 B ) bk
A (minimally invasive radical prostatectomy, MIRP),
Jr# FEAFEIREEANA RS AR (laparoscopic
radical prostatectomy, LRP) FIHL#F A% B i i 2
IR AT P VI B AR (robot—assisted laparoscopic
radical prostatectomy, RARP) *, &AL (inguinal
hernia, TH) $& &4 T 16 BE XA IE ML, $i A Bl
il AP BT, AT RAEBIAE N (internal

% A B354 (81700662, 82270818)
* # i, E—mail: chengyang md@163.com

inguinal ring, TIR) #}ml AT J5 %8 &t 7 R,
J 5 B 28 T = A DX 1) R R 2 T R
B, LARBIE £, — Mok, RPARJE HE W&
iE R PR RS FEhi D ek, (H TH 2R 2 HA S % W
FELRE, B UL LEAE SR RP P g6 2s , (il
HARJE TH W RS 5 & B TRk, AR SCHERP
AJFTH (F&A1HE LRP/RARP RJ5 TH) A RATHR
¥R EE . TREM AROLE . BRIHTE . AT
T3 55 e PRAE 5% E R VE— 253 .

1 RITHRZ

1.1 A% EZRmE 20134 Zhu F KA RP ARG
TH [ % A= 04T T 22 48 18l JBURT meta 50 BT o &5 51 5
R, ORPAJF#BE & A THEER N 15.9% (95% CI:
13.1~18.7), LRPARJG}6.7% (95% CI: 4.8~8.6),
1M RARP H F K] 2% RSO WAL [
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KIRPAJG THLAM (64.3%) . &bl (91.1%) A
FERM . H KR ZHH A% 6 & L T ARG R 24F
AN, B I s KDL A N Gl B e B R R )
K A%, A& LRP fl RARP 0941 1 32 ¥ 1 &
Alder YA T BRMBEA (545411101 687
S, SRFEY, ORPHAJG THREFH13.7%,
LRPZ K 7.5%, RARPH K 7.9%. 5 Zhu Mo
SEREL, FRELARRIL b FESA (81.9%), HRKZ
BOIH KA T ARG 2~34F,
1.2 &£BARE  BEIL R4 KLRP f RARP
FOR M HE— 20 BARHET, [ A A A DG A 9 8 i
W%, 2019 4F2= 1 g5 e 43 A T 213 14T LRP
BEWIGRTERE, 458 BR LRP ARG TH B R4 RN
12.2% (26/213), LA FEEERL, K73.1% (19/
26), Zefil15.4% (4/26), XM 11.5% (3/26); 4f
REFRIGH 24, RJF LA 245 B A 350 5 R
73.1% (19/26) F188.5% (23/26). FtiJF Z A4~ BA
il T AR BEGE, Lin "R RN —RFR BN,
FER AL 434 H R BE VIR, 751 64T RP Y B
7.1% (53/751) RJ5 &4 T IH, H ORP 4K IH
KRB ERT LRP 4 M RARP 41, ORP 4N
15.3% (9/59), LRP 4} 6.7% (43/638), RARP
HHR1.9% (1/54), LALLM (69.8%) . &Ml (88.8%)
S EERAL, A Wu SRR A T S 1 407
47T RP /Y 83 JF 3E 47 7 °F 3 36.7 4~ H i Bl 15
g5 B R RPARJE TH & 2B 11015 0 43 31 8 ORP 4
9.5% (30/315), LRP#H6.2% (17/276), RARP4]
5.4% (44/816).,

g LT, E N ANMRGE RP AR JF TH &% R #%
i, ORPHIMEWHFEF S T LRPMRARPAH, LU
A BBy B ZEA B & T RJE T 24F

2 BREZE

RP A J5 THAH GG B & v DL R HT . R
ARG . AR R G BEE T IR A
A (WIHBEE L) K&+ % (body mass
index, BMI) . 4F#% . A AT 50 IR 5 2 0
(prostate—specific antigen, PSA) Fl = Fr aif 51 Jif
SiE SRS (International Prostate Symptom Score,
IPSS) . ARHfa e A &R 4h . #ARE AR (patent
processus vaginalis, PPV) . FARG X LAk
WATH, SMFEAZE . PHEORE | [FE AT &
WREESEE . FRER . KM S8, K5
MR WA DA RRRERS, i seAEk X T I8

Wk F AR L . BMI, 4B . PPV MIFE AR K
AT R 5 IR A, LA — BB 5% R KL st
RHETRAR EFAE AL ] RE S H B fER P
21 FTHEHREEFRL  BEAEWAEEINY, BE
AT A FAR S (FEREIHBEES) Z&RP
ARG HMEZEGRHEE, KN FAREIE A RE S
B A N IR AR AAERE

T LA W BIF 9% TR B 32 R 1% 0 6 o Nilsson 48178
Fity B 22 52 = e A I AR 10 53 3 AN 8% n) B A R I 4%
BrT 3 447147 RP BE WG IRARAE . FARBEAR . R
Ji THFID) FOL & A A5 8, 25 R WoRAR I3 m . ik
BMIFIREAE T 8 TR s 2 d /G R . Bakker
SRS R BT T TH AN B AR AR X 5 2247 RP AT i
Em, JFHXY THREZZRPHIHEE, SRR
AN HER THIB AR, Bl B AE A —F AR btk 47T RP
FITHBEAAAR

WEEENE, BT RS E T AR LA
S RP A X ES SOk, S0 AR VFBHTISR T LT RP T+
AR, AH T R BE DG TE AR i RUR 5 O R I R A
o XTFRPEMRMFART L, HATZ k™ i
B2 @ A RARP AH LG HAb 7 vk, h Tl o
T E I BT AT RE A TE AR
2.2 BMI  BEFEWFSEIA AL KA BMIJE ORP R 5
TH [ fa i PR, Bl % 30 oA S I8 5 5 LA Al B
JE i BE A R B9 A, BMIS MIRP (LRP/RARP)
A5 TH R (9 #H C AT A R iE— 2B 58 . 2019 4F
Fernando Z8"4R 18, ff BMI5 MIRP A J5 IH XU 34
JARSE, 26T BMIAY XU A i & Bk af e, 290
BMI<25 kg/m*, N8 i i i) i 2k F i P R T 0 384
AT REZE BMIER A B E 2 B IH R, AR ZEEE
M, HAA MBS KR4 (8/1130) A KM
Il BMI 5 AR J5 TH XU 384 i 64 A0 OGP A7 7R Ge it &
M, HEA G L 3Rk sE 0k TRk
e, AR ME A E L5 AL BMIAS [ #9 At B CRE I
BMIJE & — M Ek R, L4k, Nilsson %M
W45 5 BR ik BMI & RARP ARG IHfGR %, H
IR Z s A & BUIE BMIT S MIRP R J5 TH
JRURS: 388 I B A G EAFAE ST 24 2 X I BMIT X
MIRP A J& TH % A % (1 5% w45 15 i — 25 I AW 58
UESE,
23 F# AR ZIMRERN T AR S
MIRP AR J&5 TH %& A4 B FH XM . Nilsson 58" B 58 25
R ERAER R RARP ARG TH G N K, LinZ"5E
it Z & Cox KR 0119 43 B7 19 45 3Lt & B 4F i 5
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MIRP AR J5 IHA K, HFEZFERENE, AADHR
XHEk R R 1T 2 W R BT a5 R BoR, Ak
5 LRP®"HI RARP" R 5 TH AR 3% fin (4 #H &t A
SIS E L, & LR, 5 MIRP A5 IH
R HE T AT G S T 22 T R A 1Y T B P F SR TR
ATV o
2.4 PPV PPVAEREIHAAENEEGHREE,
A B RTCAT 25 G HE RP AR R PPV 2 ARG
IHWEZEGR R, 20134F, LeeZ5 " KEI X} PPV
XF RARP AR J5 TH & A& 5 19 5 Wi 47 T [l ot 4 A
Ho BN, FEEFERRIEH (TPPVTE) H,
RARPARJF 361414 741 (1.9%) KAETH, MAESF
TE PPV W E By 4l i, 49643 1341 (26.5%) %
Ao ZIRESIIERHE L RIIPPV BERINT AR
Jo TH R o BEJS 24 BIBAEE X PPV X RARP ARG
[H & AR 52 T 7 A CHiRIE . Shimbo %A
T 161414232 RARPIRIT R, Cox LU XU 5 7Y
IIMT SR BN FEAE PPV SR ARG TH ME— &35 1 fE 1 [
. AP Majima 5N AT 284 117 RARP (1) 3
AT T L 8 H BT, 2 B R 43 b 25 R [ A
RPPV 5AREH R EMC, Wik, X TH#:%2Z RPIA
PR PCai ¥, HARMBARPHER LA PPV, KE
LR P DG I R IR — 1 T 4 it A B AR AR )5 TH
R XU
2.5 FRFRXEANETG %
251 FARKF CHZEMR"ER, 5N
ORP ARG TH &% Z6 W] i 5 T 2L 47 R B ) I Al
B LRP/RARP, 1 LRP f1 RARP W % [a] % 45 I
WS, Hi, HET ORPFRA LRPEH RARP )i
R A AR S5 % A2 TH 25891 KE 1 KUK
252 ARSI RPEEN S NLEME AR (trans—
peritoneal approach, TPA) FIZMEIEIN AR (extra—
peritoneal approach, EPA) M A7k, T H
T 50 2 RIS i B 1 BB 5, O o A B 1
W AT AN BB, HIRA DR R, X
BE A1 A JE A 5l 25 0 TR s 19 f8 35 SR EPA B
TPA F AT A G TH 5 1 n] e A 3 RALH
20104, Yoshimine %" K 4iti T LRP &
MG REAN A B PR T AR S TH & AR i, H
Wl B 2r B 1 493 13 % LRP (EPA 414124, TPA
H81H) Ry, S5 E/REPAYL (9.0%, 37/412)
B9 TH &A% W B 5 T TPA 4L (4.9%, 4/81), EAFE
ok Uy S5 X RARP (9 W5 Fp A B% 7 U1 T T 40 B

M, PAT 16TIfFTEIE3 897 Hl i, ZREK
W, 5208 A RARP (TP—RARP) #ilt, ZiEH
P RARP (EP—RARP) EA AR TA TR |
P TR I ] 5 A R S AT B B R] O FEAR TR
Jei B AR BE A TH 1Y) & AR

WA BEE R JE . EP—RARP #4474 IFIE
JE, KT REXS Z AT A T i AR s A TR R A 1
Horovitz 55" ¢ 18 , 33 WG Ff 5 0 Xof B 1 15 35 ml 4 Jis
FAREBHFMIEZ 4N, HEP-RARPBFIH H
TEIFRAE S 28, B I, ok, Horovitz
SFUILARE , BEAE THAEHNR AT BEA R EP-RARPY
2 @dE, H'5 TP—RARP L EP—RARP BASI B F
RIS AT BEHT KA, At i ZE ST AR AR o
2.6 RATHEFHE  Sim&EHRE, %1604 b
JF#3% RARP B8 RHETAT CT KiAr, £ Logistic
mH A4 R o, EEBIIAX R, B8R
R BMUZ ARG THR AR BFETMHE, HPR R
WA PR A BERURAR T BB 2 PPV SR Fhriki. Ku
SESE AT AR FTE A MRID G TAMRIUE R (thickness
of the external oblique muscle, TEOM). ZMHILTE
J# (width of the external oblique muscle, WEOM), &
B NLEE  (thickness of the rectus muscle, TRM) .
8 B WL % ¥ (the width of the rectus muscle,
WRM) FIFIEH BT A4 FRRDZRERE (thick—
ness of the abdominal subcutaneous fat layer at
Hesselbach’s triangle level, TASFL), JFif5 T HYS
RPAJG IH R BRI KR, ZHE Cox MIHSHr45
s, MFLRPHMRALP, TEOM<7.3 mmAIWRM<
43.9 mm ARG KA TH B EMER R, Otaki %
i FH =4 CT BRI A E LA B (psoas muscle
volume, PMV) 1EH & # WL GE B — 4845, I
T T HS RS TH & A AH G, 45 R B
PMV <350 cm’J& AR &5 H 1Y — 4> ZfE K R .
Umeda 2" W58 S, F CT HHE B KE b i 5
JIE 077 T ARCRY PN T B A e AR, SR U T AR 2 Y
JIE N s TET AR 55 K R B U5 T AR (subcutaneous fat
area, SFA), ZHRESHEERB/RSFA<I23 cm’™&
A TH & J i ~r T 5 3%

3 AIBERI R TR AL

RP AR5 TH % A= 9 HARBLE B i o A B e, H
EA ZABUCRHER AT A 41 LA 32 5 A9 0L
p=

N O
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3.1 PPV AEFAREIHAH R PPVAEH
EHMERHERY, 2R hRHAEE PPV
AERPARJG IH kKA EZER R . Fernando %t
W RPF AR P4 7 kB WAL IX B L2 Ay, ik
KT B0 8 P BR A B 5k B st 4 1 ST ol
%, SEPIEEANEYEANKRON “EGE” Ml
W2z, 28t AR A B IR 2 B 5 | R T VA AH
32 REMBA@miE 23 238 IR X FH15
2016 4F, Shimbo5E"& B, H T 151 AR i VIR FBs
BEPRIEW A, ARRTAARJE MRIUAR T P 878, H
% e BEFA M (rectovesical excavation, RE) v &
N30 T2 2~3 em. JEALAATHEN , 0T REfZ
EBAL, PRIE BB WA R S I R RS A a2 3
P, FOCHE— 2D A RN B 1 B AR, Gn
REFENEA PPV IR SFBNHR O MY 5K, I
SHORJGF THHY & 42 . Shimbo 25 [f] i if $2 1, RPA
Ji TH A DA 3 B AEC N I i A 65 6 TIR 114 5k 3 91 Ak
PPV PG, XARA]fEE RP AT IH Fl B 9 — 4~
PS¢

33 BMARTEFERR  ZhCERE TIREIE
Ja B (Retzius space, RS) XFFips RP A& IH K
EH . Chang %™ &, S RARPHILL, A8
Retzius [ J Y RARP i & FEAK T AT TH W & 4 %
AN, Matsubara 28 WM ST R BT, 5545 E R FFiL
RP A, 1B T Retzius [ B 25 fiff 350 45 #4128 2 B
RPAJG TH A & AR AL, g stv] DU, B3R TH
KRBT RE A T aX S i KR R B T
£ F5 Retzius [7] BR7E P14 20 F 17 308 4 200 1 fie ) 25 4
Y5 T REA I e 55 RE A RS O A I B, Rk T
AR 05 T T RE A AL g A I T RE 1Y SR B RO
i, DT A T A M R 4 A A S R AR S TH 45T
RAE o

3.4 RPARBIHAALM A 6 7 H

3.4.1 PPVAIRFIREHIHZEAETAHMN £
CHRZ I PPV & RPAJS TH R AE BB G E 2,
PR Ry 55 PR AG O 52 0T [ — R ZE e, AR 22 1A
BRI A, B PPV A M A 22 0, B0 L X2
M2 0, . 3 A] fE S RP AR5 TH RAAT M Abil ok 3 1Y &
BREAEYS AL, Sekita FHRIAEARRIREMY IHKZ
RAFEAM (75%), FFAEM B A G TH A 0 & 2E %
i T2

3.42 FAREUN  Nagatani Z"RiE, SEEA L
RPFARLA IHAREMLIL, RPAR)GIHLAM , Rl

R EFA I R EE e . XARIRBR T PPV
MR RIRRE Y TH 2 2 4E FAMX —H R, RPFAR
ARG WAFTEFBOR G IHI &k FAMMHE R,

E ORP B, Abe 5548 4R} B A 1 40 8 AT
RE<x M RP RS TH MM AL OE 3 o PR AR BE 2 il
WO TE B 2R, BT LA R CE A PN B ) R
A EERAE, X TRES FERE EF R P
B ERE A0 e 7 DX B A L A2 R, AT
TS Gy A0 05 B B R A5 4

Bt & RP # FHF K 7k N ORP & J& - LRP il
RARP, FARE WAL F 0 ] GE 238/ . 41 Shimbo
Z05) Sy, 5 ORP A LRP #l RARP th TR w1
XF AR JE TH A A PR 0 52 ma /0, A 98 45 SRl R
RARP ARG TH LA MR 3 98 S A G5
343 RS ABENAYER Rk 2m
F 5% 5 7R R 285 W 1 3R I 79 Bl RP A I 22 M TH
ARAVER, DTS A7 M TH & A= A X A i o 3
i Shimbo 2 " fil Majima 25 " i) BF 5% 4% R B SR 16
RARPARJG THIE & LA A 3 EAEXS 57, i i
RARP ARG TH AT R 3 A5 s A Geit 24 3, T
J&i WA RARP A5 TH A7 ) & 25 07 i 3838 A
T, (R HIA Ry £MR 45 M mi HL R M o 7 5
M TIR T X6 RP A J& 2200 TH (9 % A=A B VR o

Shimbo %" WLEE ], HA AR 16161 B & TAH
6641 (41.0%) BYZEMI IR A71E 2 AR EE W 8k 2R 25
R T o X — & BT fEJE ORP AT TH M
PEPE R REZ —, A Ry X ol 3% 3 i 2 5 TIR AT g
TR 22 TH & A= VR, R0 02 76 PPV s il v,
M52 ORP ARG TH 4 & T B A=A VR B A i
A o T AE RARP Hfv 33 SRk 3% 58 8 1 25 B LA ™
AP FRZS ], REGXPP RN FTE B, AT B
fi RARP AR J5 TH AA A 323 — il PR AF AR A T
ORP AP &, Majima 25" [m] J55i 1 23 A 45 51 2
/A, RARPAJE IH A M 5 ok 85.3%, ik T Bk
A TC RARP FAR 52 (338 TH B3 AR (& A R
292/3) PEULILHED 2 4R 55 W T BE#E RARP Ji5 i &
TER B BB, SR A TIR, T By 1 i SR 2H 21 22
W P W VA RGP RARP AR S5 TH A5 i
AR T E AR

ZE LA, DA R T AR A i B RP AR5
IH i & AEDLE], B ERBUHIAT oA BT, AR5 22
B R A 1) B P F 5 DA 0 A A 0 s 4 T 1
it R
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4 TR E

4.1 RPARFRATIHELRRALE PPV 20194F,
Fernando™ 45 i HF3E £ 1, MIRP AR T IHEE
5 alif IHE AR X B A H, BT AR A
—ERREIE R LIS, W TIT R E R A 07 A W
W2R, HMENBERMEREBZEFEILN. IR
B, AN R B E BB AR JE MIRP A []
&5 TH B fe 6 WL 5 ik o I 4F Sk 1 Z T 52 4l
R, MIRP R EIN AT THBEE AR, BT FARMHE
FER LIS, 2R R IT RORE KA R EAR . IAh
Akin J5UUHGE i 3FLIRAT & MG AN A B LRP JF
[F s AT THIERM AR R R e vl A7y, AR T1%
Sif) 4 FL ek 5L LRP 5 B 45 K

2013 4F, Lee ZE" ¥ &k B PPV B3 W hn 1
RARP A J5 TH B RS . —4F 5 Lee B BNt X 77 4
PPV BB EWFIE T — 50 1B A J5 TH AR op F AR5
it o BRIV U] RE e e DY IR B AR, VRS R R
PSR A5, PR JELJE b R JE AN IR ) A8 2R i i 4 T
HIE, ZIEHCHERBAR, ZTEFERY
3 min &SN FARRBAE . S50 Boas, KIEfT IH Fp;
FARY A, 476 164 (34.0%) KJ5 &4 TH, 1
P22 Wb F AR 516 i — B kA, HBE
B CE¥11.81MH) WICHE; T AR A A haiAR
JG T AR KA . AR BRI B = A R Y R A
Hh HE AT K 3 Bl T B T DAIE B i ) B 28I R K
R, BEERFAE PPV B A ARG TH MY & 4 KUK 8
K, LA KT 75 vk B B mT AR vk s, 75 AR X
AR A B PPV Y B3 2R B AL T By 4 i

i ERTR, A ARATEOR AR K B TH 3 PPV,
HIWAER—F R FTRPWFEF, 17 IH B AR S
PPV, TEA W] I FE K T A B[] F 52 i A S5 I A
4[] B 1T LIRS A8 g PRI 97 RIS BT AR
42 FBIRWLMEEL, 2 BHFELE . 5 BRI
wraE  20164F, Shimbo " B AR Y i T I Jig
I & A5 B B I B T 7 5 1) R B AL, I A A
WK E PR, RN AL, SRl
TRPARFIHM A, X RNARE TH B HR;#E4L 7—
T ARG . RIBTIZ AT BN A T 161 4417 RARP 1
IR TR W R AR . O B E P93 8 1H I
BR3P @B RNE; O smEE.
gE IR R TR AR G TH & AR R 0 3 R R

T BEAE R 22 WU 5 3 — 2D R GE 1k Oy i 0T 4
T RGNk P JE A s A T 78 44

17 LRP B WG R R, 105 41 % F 0 B 7 vk 5
Shimbo &8 (2L : FE43 W 2SN IR DAL G R, HETFIE
B, e liF B miAE A, ASFLOF B Wi A, ST il
BIOFASILBE WO RIS . PR R B RIZMRFAR
Iy AR KR B FREAR 7 RS TH A9 & £ % . Kadono
SR Y J7 5 Shimbo 24 T AR fR) . AT 3425 TIR
X330 B 3T A RS A B AMIN 24 5 em BB I, 02 B 10
i RN 3% ) TIR A DX 8k, DA D36 81 o i 12 IX Sk i i
SHEE R 5 TS R RO A A B2 5 em
K, JFFER LSO T DI MR 4 . Kadono 48 1 BFY
iR WoR, WG T AR T RARP RS IH 1 &
AR, HERLGIFE X, 20224, Shimbo %™
FIRFSE R THEA I (189 % i3 ) JFZEK T bl
B[] I 950 5 20 R0 95 i 20 1 o A Bl 15 B ] 43 591 Sy
99.54 A M89.91MH ), 455 W HAT DI Wik & o
EA B TR TH W & A . X s ] DL R AT 4
Kadono %% FI Uy Ik (H %A U 2 A Gt 8
SCEEE SR, ROy A DI MRS 4, i I TR
) 15 11 ML SR o A A — BN o B A s i RE L, Rk
B s B A DB R AR S TH A H Y .

Zi LTk, FIES IR BT IS . 2 B &R A
G385 U)W RORE A, 0 IR DD W RS 4 T AE = TR
MIRP AR J& TH % A 8 B 5

AT BB, MIRP AR AP E AR
AIRBEAR J5 TH B TR L1 AR RIME, 4 iR Lee
SEIE A N ELZE A BB AT R 5 301 VA A A
K%, %2 5 vk 0 B TR T Al T3S R
T A 35503k B T 3K — e a5
4.3 1% % Retizus 4 I 49 RARP 2017 4F, Chang
PRI T 83961 T RARP S (hrifE RARP
2. 54141, RA—RARPZ . 298) H-utf7 T o
24 1 A MR, LeE TR X RS TH R AR
W, Z RS R B8 RS—RARP Jr kW] B %
T ARFIHW R AR, XO&EE RIRE 56 RARP
AH R RS—RARP J5 36 HA W 8 20 .

ZJG 2R CEMIE T %Ik, (B T Chang
8, AR /N (A L) FLBE U7 a4
HOORE24) B2 2% 2 SCA R = Py o ek
W RGE TR R, S5 WRPRIE RARPAIAR
IH & AR N 4.4% (3/68) 1 RS—RARP 41Tt IH &
4 (0/55), BIRRS—RARPH KEF 0%, HEA
J A NG AT A R R RS TH & A7
()22 3 G245 X, [R5 B 7 s ) Y 22 4
A E =R TH &R BHTAE . A Xu 557
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meta 70 B 45 Al BE 37 1 RS—RARP J5 B4 He T bR vfiE
RARP BB FEIL T A JG IHA R AR, HHEAMAT
3IMF5Y H H 1 Chang 48 98 5 95 7 146 (hn
RARP#: 541/630%1, RS—RARPZ: 298/383%).

25 BTk, Chang % YL IE 17 RARP R J5
TH i & AR R0 T8 0 SR B, (22 )5 A AH DG HiGE A R
P2 et IR /N B 7 B T A T 2 2 (A B
IO T4 B Retizus ] B/ AR 5 TH & 2B B HARHL )
VL F RS—RARP Jr i (A 80, R RAN B KA
T 7 B T B I R S e i — A R R S A

5 RP AR/ IH BI3BIT

51 RPREIHRHFTARAKEF AT H XTF
MEAEA WK RGN TR LW RP W IH AR, HH
SEHT Y TR 2 5 BUM B S 20 T Y B R R R
B AR UTF AR JC IR R TR R xfE L mT ) A
THAEE AR 22V RA AR R RS i, HF %
A 45 I 55 I VA i 48 R (laparoscopic inguinal
hernia repair, LTHR) FIHL#S A% B IE v 56 18 Bl
fEE R Gobotic—assisted laparoscopic inguinal hernia
repair, RAL-THR). M Tk, ik
S AR S HERE T M TH AN B A

ILAEk, ZIBFFEEY, RPARJSE H &=
VERT IR AR k. LIHR 7, Callahan Z559[1]
JEiE BT T 118 BIBEAER RP A B (1 TH £ 35 A9 AH R IR
KRB, 25 R Bon 5352 I g #h R iy 8 3
4 (88H]) MM, 5ERMEMBESN AR LIHRZH (304])
B A K R 5 AR, HAKSE B W A6 s sh
P (3 vs. 7 d)o RAL-IHR 7, Dewulf ZE¥h
PR, Mlds NBEBDIE IR Y RP RS TH 2% 4]
Ty, HAEXUN THAE AN AR tha] BE B A Fr ik i . H
PR AR B, TPrEsi A B (21 61)
M2 G A RA-LIHR (220)) ARG EZIf
RIEW R AR T B 25 T IR P SRR A
AT S M EA R, E 3T 4 R A O R A
AT RE , 2D SRR TR T R R e AT
Po 20224F, Trawa Z5“ W87 T 12 46544 BE
A RPFARSAYIH A, HB T M kB T AR A JF
T AR PR 7 7 RP R 5 THIR YT J7 1 AR J5 45
Jio SR NN, WAL, JEEBA AR T OIF R K
AR R Z, BEIFBRFARARE I RIERARE
HFARKERIIRIEZ

E2 1 O B Y 0 B = = R = o N A L
A IR ) 1 AN J2 LASIE B SR SR B O 248 52 RP R IS TH

SRR, HRT AU TR0 R &
FOVF I — M ) TR R, ARk AT 3R A
AR BEVERE TS — 2D R o
5.2 X Tl EMRAHKTE  HMIRPXEM, RP
ARJG TH BRI ARG I7 0 2 TR AR i, B
2 WG TG (transabdominal preperitoneal, TAPP)
il B A F 4 i@ I Ah (total extraperitoneal, TEP)
SBIEAR o TR 7 A 25 P 0 L e B A4S v A B af
1 20224F Wufs il , AN T 2204 BFHIF BT
P FP 5 B2 636 97 RP R 5 TH J5 A9 97 R80CRTHG 1 45
B, R WOR WA IR E RS I RGE R R RS
e o BARMI L2 P H ET v AR B AR, 5 H A
B W 58 R AN W 2 02 A A R TR O ik
TAPP Jr i, 3T = APk = IURF5E " I g A 2 65 4
RP ARG I % IH W B 1T TAPPA BUE R, 25583
BRZITEX RZ BB F A M 2T AT . T
TEP J7 i, Watt 5 —TF 58 g0 A T 165 24 BE1E:
A RP FA S HAT TEPAIMIE AR B TH 84, 450 3%
B, BORBETE RP PRSI T FARME A, (HIE
280 PR RS Trb, ZO0rE R DLE e gt AT Bl
IREEHR S BRTE AR 3200 RP 3B 2R 0.
5.3 melE LAk BR TSN TAPP FI TEP
B IR LIS, EXF BRI RN 7 0 4 e, T s AR
KA NBEH TR RP ARG IHIEE i,

Ohuchi Z£"4R 38 , B T RP AR J5 Retzius [7] B 19
2F 2 AL B SR A TAPP 42 KR (9 TH & #h R {8 /R 2
T I PR, R T T — Rk A I AR R 4
A (modifified intraperitoneal onlay mesh technique,
IPOM) ., JF¥ IS TAPPH AR AT T (TAPP
444N, IPOMA13N), 450 RRIE BRI Ik
i QN L P 9 92 R R T 3 e ik 114 & AR AR TG 3 M 2
5, MR TPOM B EZ AR AT HESE RP AR JS TH i) —Fh 5
ARiEHE . Kakizawa 55" T — 45 & I8 58 ATHT
A IR A 7% (A hybrid method combining the
laparoscopic and anterior approaches, HLAA), Jf
AT 204 B, SRR O IF KIE KA R
%, PRIt s i mT RE S 52 4% TH g 91 f4 — b o7 ik
o R ERFONERIS T —EREM R, HF
BIE R YR IR IS B REA R N A
— > BB T A A 72 A S RAEA A 8 KA 2

i

I

6 l%\ =

28 FArd, RPARJE IH 2R ORP 7k ) & A R
BEETLRPFIRARP 5L (ORPHZA13.7%, LRP
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HA7.5%, RARPHZA7.9%), HLIAM . &k
TR AR TARGE 24E . MICER N R EE4
5. OARR[: BEAE N EMAE T RS . BMLL 4
% ARATPSAFIIPSSPF4r; @A PPV, FARY
KEAB T BEIH, IMBEAZLRK . w2t
B T AR RS . TR E L i &
M S8, OARG: WA ORAEMRIEE, LIk
WRIEAXFR . F2EMK . TEOM., WRM, PMV
I SFA %5 AR R 5 AR 2 FR A th mT 58 J2 5 22 10 15 [ A
. RPARJG IH AR L AP AR, F 5005
fdE: PPV WAAAES KA MIE . T R AN kG 7 A2
) 22 7 AR Ve IR R IE RS AL LA R TR B T
Retizus [B] B /) A 5 2544 o B1 X% T RE ) & 2B AL 2 Fi
TR O g, EEE AR . Rh R EE
IH AL EE PPV . 3 B3 18 43 BRI 55 01 U1 Wi i kG
BREAM RVFF 1T RS—RARP 7 ¥k, TREA R
B U ] [ B A A B A, 3k S R g vk R ok
AT KB . Z bty o R RE M 0% Bl AL 6T R 5 0 —
BWRAIRGE . RPARJG TH B R bR T 1% 58 B9 FF vl
BEE RSN, WIS Bk A 7 i, IR A
FECRIT A B RN 42 I8 ISR A, B4 IPOM I HLAA 45
Jr A A%
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