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S B VT S L D 3% 1 9 BRI SR (ventral
hernia) fz Y] 1)1 %& (incisional hrnia) » FjF&H
g 208 J7 I B g 7 M BE ) 1 SRS B IR R AT
Filiz % » BAEFR10-20% » JFIRZEH O
BmERNE - IREENLATIEE 2450 —Emk T
IR e e P 2 ' i R OB 2 S T T R BT I S
A 259 A K G I B 0 S IE B RS T 4 At
HHERAYIEAR - TR ZIEH - RIS HEE
ZAh - ErRES [RE IR - BEAR ~ (RS - IBEH
78 - WRIGEIE - Tl /7RG EHHBE
BGEAA THEMER  BERA THERER
MEAEMmS R 1. EEZ K (onlay) ~ 2.AE
A (Inlay) » 3. LB (Sublay) k24 2P A X
(intra-peritoneal onlay mesh, IPOM)PYf&E 7= -
o PN T n s CUE Al ) TG RS =1l el
X 53 Fofhr#% (bridging) e 5% (augmentation) i
KFE? - AT DA TR E R e iR > R B
SERE AR N LS5 i & B I BE G 10T -
% TR R 2 ER A AR & 4l - IR RS
BAERMUDATLHEEZS(BEEG0LTE
) SR INsE R B SR - B L A o RIBV.
Schumpelick*fy# 5 » R A THEE
Y Tl » AN S B e A A B AR & Bl
(—&H8t -~ HEME - FBXES)HI-SFEER
RHJ40-50% - AN THEE R E 2 RK
10-40%(Onlay : 20% - Inlay : 40% - Sublay :
10%) » 58 = A THEE IR RELE - Llonlay
JiRINGRIEHE=RS5-15% » SublayfinsR /5= - 18
WA 0 #93-6% o WA F A A THEME
Fypolypropylene (Marlex) A& iEEE5 T - A
REMCE R MEIERY - T 102 S5 By HES
i & M8 A TH#8(composix mesh)’ kz fggf
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T A T (barrier mesh) 8efiy » A REH AT
MBI IR EE A (IPOM) B RETE - E2F A
LA B RO R MR i A NS E — A nh R
{ELTF [ R B A — [ B AR & - H BRI
FEDENE BEAI I B 8T B RAERAY BRI - &
TR R 2 5 T S g - (HR%
JEy 50 2 B PR IR 11 - 1 R AEER 43 i
(augmentation)#73#7 2 . (bridging) KU EHE
AT b e 85 7 X B BA IR 5 UK A TR AT
T SRR G BE 2 [ R STHEIE S - AR
(W1 BSR4 5%° « DLE R B s Bl - thal
SR PAAT R R 11 8% K A T B i i R 22 ]
(total extra-peritoneal prosthetic repair, TEP) »

(trans-abdominal preperitoneal prosthetic

repair, TAPP) - {ELf5fly L Ry PRI -

S RHES Rl B BE U] LU Y T ol 36 0 S 1
BB R LSRR IR AN ~ 2.9 ARI1E 2
JEBE K- ~ 3. AT Y ET S & ~ 48 A BT
oA ~ S.ACKERE » 1Y) UL 3=l /H B A R
i B IR FA AF 92 (Randomized Controlled Trial,
RCT)JEH 4> o Arroyo et at{E2001 2 K RilE
TEWTSE - K 100BIRHARAS Fi Ei 10061 A TAHEFEHE
PG o il SRR 1 LA KA 3emiy i A 70% 5
AT - B/ NA3em BYE A 70% 5 FH HH
EH - FERA LHIHB R E R R 1% 5 R
ERIAHE R Ry 11% 5 KR 3emiy13%18
2% 5 /NR3emiy10%4E % - HALEE S A
UG SR - o RS R RO 2 RAIAE11-14%
ZH - FHALHEEHMTEL-2% [ -
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(Mersilene-Dacron); 19584 Usher & 4L
FEPolypropylene (Marlex »
Surgipro) » 19634EBd 4G Polytetrafluoroethene
(ePTFE ~ Teflon » Gore-Tex) ;200045
IEHyBarrier Mesh(Composix ~ Dualmesh »
Proceed)'® » Amid P A THEM Bk HAEFLA
/N5y By Type T (maroporous>75 ym) » Type 11

Prolene »

(microporous<10 g m) » Typelll (macroporous
& PfmultifilamentEmicroporousfi53) & Type
IV(Submicroporous<l g m) » N[EHHEFLK
/N~ RBAERG B R ORI E G RREI AL
e ERLAH R P A B RE T R R DU AH BRI N 5R R
RROFEAET - A B AR HIER
JBIR— TR E » TROE AN TGS IR BE r5Rry
AR - SR Y N T AR 8 R R
B s BB PER FT » RIS B S RE T A L H
HE4h A TR ZE - DU B Y) B B i A A
TAHIMHBA R ARV EE ~ Wy PR B2 R AL BRI B 52 4
IR o — g A A B F A B Ry 1 DAAS Wi A5 B
e N THE R £E - 2.5R JI58E 2 K216 N/em »
i IE R B PH (1872 HIIFE32 N/em DL E - 3.4
FLEARR Imm » f/NEEMEFL=30% » 4.4
] i Fsubmicroporous A T f4(Type 1V) » 5. A
LA ) HE LA AR 5 ) B K oA 1 I A R
6. B AN Y S E - — BhBG 3% K S Ko e
TR+ N T 0 R 55 RE R 2 A 08 Yy
fig o 7. AR EHFLA/N o polypropylene £
BRI T AEREER - 5 A TR
A M e P9 B m] 6 B A B b 2 v g 7Y B
&Epolypropylene(Barrier mesh) » 75 HI| gz i {5
FPVDF - ePTFEM'E A T8 - 8.3 550
(parastomal hernia)Zt 3 FHIPTFE » PVDF# -
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PR Al R AR 68 IR A AR RS IR o 9 RRGE
B 4] 19 JEE £ FH AT 0 ML non-crosslinked 4 )
MEANTLHE - BPGS - @ ERERYE Tk
Wiy N T8 o3 it 18 3 R = - Rl A ml
EAR SR o A TRE0Y E B Tk
Wik AMERIET B8 (staples) t ] fE I A BE ARG B
(fibrin sealant)BA&HE - BLAE A LM Ehn Ew]
K IKC ) TBE SR (progrip) Bl » 5 A T HE H B
FLEFHM - RamshawE200942 FI| fth {5 A 8B
B AN A TR EEEEKE 1B
e - 208 MR 0 3B E AR E - 4.
Ze o SABEMIENE - 6.5 1% K Bod B A T
BRI SRR T MR - R VIR E
T AR 1 DNER I fl Ee i e By - (HFRHR
[ V2 B AH R A o0 - 2. B XA L HEsublay
BT EEE » 3. e AR E 2 - 405
PRI ZEC A B AT RETE » S M B KGELEARET
G - H TR 2R SR FLER o3 AT IR I
AT#8 - 6.sublaytbonlayfy  FE5MEHE& Rl 5 THI
RIIFE B /& 49 [RA T HE2ER RO R 1 SR FEE
HRIGES - B S AN BR B AR R BF38E - 3
FEAR A B B ZE I - BE ) mT FORGE - Rigf
AR+ ERTEEE H erushing {4 29A8 - BEGR L
FHZ e ER - RPN L RER 3 - &
microporous & submicroporous A T{—EEH
FHARTE 2 o BRIIAY YT T SR B R A Pl 22
R WA~ BRI~ Bl B A TR — AT o

PN L
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MR 1481 - 58 2B EAY) LA DIRTE A L
W masASHl - =& — ATL#8(prolene hernia
system / ultrapro hernia system, PHS/UHS)z&k
R K ugel 8 B A NI AT 22 ] S I8 BE ] g
A 40%Y - i IR BE 2 s 73 Bt B 6T (abdominal
layers separation)'*7¢ 5 7 K15 g5 (V7 B RO Y -
1A THEHCE A sublay (7 B 3517 GERE T =08k
2 HATHES) - HER2050/ A THMERNIE
HELJZE A (IPOM) » HHR 10O f5 FH B IR 85 -l 5
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BT TSR 1 6 0B Ry TSR, - 821 R YT I
R~ PR R MEYIIGR - BB E R
SR bR SRR G RIB - RIRHAALSRAURE -
i ~ TR~ BEERM - MRS AR
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Be R EAEE - (HFMR R - BRREsEERE
(110 vs 6553 p<0.001)FEH34- DL EAYEHE -
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