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Comparative analysis of the thoracoscopic radical operation for lung cancer between
uniportal and traditional three-port group
Wang Xiwen ,Zhao Jungang”
(Department o f Thoracic Surgery ,Shengjing Hospital Af filiated to China Medical
University » Shenyang , Liaoning 110004 ,China)
[ Abstract |

Objective To discuss the superiority and shortcoming in the thoracoscopic radical operation for lung cancer be-

tween uniportal and traditional three-port group. Methods From March 2015 to December 2015 in the First Department of Thorac-
ic Surgery,Shengjing Hospital Affiliated to China Medical University, we compared 32 patients who underwent uniportal video-as-
sisted thoracoscopic radical operation for lung cancer with 34 patients who underwent three-port video-assisted thoracoscopic sur-
gery,and all the perioperative data were retrospectively analyzed. Results Contrasted with the three-port group, the uniportal
group’s mean value of postoperative first day’s pain score decreases 1. 9(4.0+2. 0 wvs. 5. 9+ 2. 0) , the mean value of postoperative
hospital stay decreases 1.7 days(8.0=%1.4 ws.9.7%3. 1), but the operative duration increases 53. 6 min(216. 8+48. 6 wvs. 163. 2+
47.6). The operative duration and intraoperative blood loss of the latter 16 cases were less than the first 16 cases in the uniportal
group, the differences were statistically significant(P<C0. 05). In blood loss during operation, lymph node dissection, postoperative
catheter drainage time and complications, there were no statistical differences between the two groups(P>>0. 05). Conclusion In
postoperative first day’s pain score and postoperative hospital stay of uniportal video-assisted thoracoscopic radical operation for

lung cancer.,there are certain numerical superiorities,but the operative duration is longer at present.
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