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Comparison of the clinical effects between mechanical and handsewn esophagogastric anastomosis on esopha-
gus cancer ZHAO Yan-jiang, HUANG Hong-ru, LAN Lang, et al. Department of Thoracic Surgery, the First Peo-
ple's Hospital of Hechi City, Guangxi 546300, China

[ Abstract] Objective To study the clinical effects of mechanical anastomosis and layered anastomosis by
hand on esophagus cancer. Methods The indexes related to the operation and the incidence of complications were
compared between the mechanical anastomosis group( by mechanical anastomosis, n =73) and the hand anastomosis
group (layered anastomosis by hand, n =65). All the patients were performed the operation of esophagus cancer from
February 2010 to March 2016, and their clinical effects were evaluated and compared between the two anastomosis
methods. Results The esophagogastric anastomosis time, total operation time and hospitalization time of the mechan-
ical group were shorer than those of the hand anastomosis group, but the hospitalization expenses was higher than that
of the hand anastomosis group( P <0.01). The incidence of total complications of the mechanical group was lower
than that of the hand anastomosis group( P <0. 05). Conclusion Mechanical anastomosis is simple and shortens the
operation time and makes the patients recover rapidly in the operation of esophagus cancer.
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