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Abstract
Background: Mesh infection after inguinal hernia repair (MILIHR) is one of the rare and most serious
complications. The aim of our study was to analyze the clinical characteristics and treatment methods of
MILIHR.

Methods: Two MILIHR cases admitted to Beibei Traditional Chinese Medical Hospital were reported, and
32 MILIHR cases reported in Chinese and English literatures were retrieved. The clinical features and
treatment of MILIHR in 34 cases were analyzed.

Results: In case 1, medical glue was found in in the infected area, and in case 2, the infection focal point
was the residual hernia sac covering the pus. Risk factors of other cases included obesity, smoking,
malignant tumor, diabetes, postoperative hematoma, postoperative aspiration of seroma, steroid or
immunosuppressive drugs use, etc. The results of pathogen culture showed that there were 14 cases of
Staphylococcus, 5 cases of Escherichia coli, 5 cases of Pseudomonas, 1 case of Hemolytic
streptococcus, 2 cases of fungi, 2 cases of pseudoinfection (rejection). 33 cases were cured after the
mesh was removed, and 1 case was cured after conservative treatment. The mesh was removed by
laparoscopic surgery in 22 cases and by open surgery in 11 cases.

Conclusions: The risk factors of MILIHR are multifactorial and the using of medical glue and residual
hernia sac may be the risk factors of mesh infection. The main pathogens of MILIHR were
Staphylococcus, Escherichia coli and Pseudomonas. The most reliable way to treat MILIHR is to remove
the mesh completely. The removal of the infected mesh by laparoscopic surgery can clearly identify the
important anatomical structures and avoid anterior approach abdominal wall damage during re-hernia
repair.

Background
Inguinal hernia is a common and frequent surgical disease. In China, according to epidemiological data,
the incidence of inguinal hernia is about 1.7‰-3.6‰ [1-3], while the incidence of inguinal hernia in the
elderly is as high as 11.3‰ [4]. It is roughly estimated that the annual number of adult inguinal hernia
surgeries in China may reach 1.5 million [3]. With the wide application of polypropylene and other
synthetic materials, the recurrence rate of hernia was signi�cantly reduced [5]. However, infection,
rejection, seroma, intestinal adhesion, intestinal obstruction and other complications caused by mesh
have become new clinical problems [6,7]. According to statistics, the incidence of mesh infection after
abdominal hernia repair was 1 ~ 4% [8], among which the mesh infection rate after inguinal hernia repair
by open surgery was about 1.0% ~ 9.1% [9], while that of MILIHR was 0.7%-2% [10]. Although the
infection rate of mesh is low, postoperative mesh infection is the most serious postoperative
complication, and the clinical treatment is a di�cult and thorny problem. In most cases, the key to
treating mesh infection is to completely remove the mesh [11]. According to the existing literature, most
of the reported treatment measures were mesh infection after traditional surgery. With the gradual
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popularization and development of laparoscopic inguinal hernia repair, rare MILIHR reports appeared. The
purpose of this study was to analyze the clinical characteristics, etiological characteristics and treatment
of MILIHR .

Materials And Methods
Case reports

Case 1 a 25-year-old male with body mass index (BMI) of 23.2, was admitted to hospital for 41 days of
recurrent pain in the right inguinal region after laparoscopic hernia repair. The patient underwent
laparoscopic transperitoneal preperitoneal repair (TAPP) for the right inguinal hernia in September 2019.
Intraoperative hernia sac was 3cm × 3cm × 4cm and fully free and completely separated without
bleeding. The right myopectineal ori�ce was repaired with 10.3cm×15.7cm Bard 3D Max Light Mesh and
�xed with Kangpont medical glue( -cyanoacrylate). No incision drainage tube was left. The patient was
discharged 4 days after operation.

After discharge, the patient had repeated pain in the right groin area, no abdominal distension, abdominal
pain, frequent urination, urgency and dysuria. The temperature was 36.2℃, and there was a
3.5cm×4.5cm hard mass in the right groin, tenderness, no bruising in the groin, and no swelling in the
right scrotum. Blood routine examination showed white cell count of 10.98×109/L C-reactive protein and
procalcitonin showed no obvious abnormalities. Abdominal CT outside the hospital showed local
effusion in the right inguinal area, abscess could not be excluded. Under the guidance of color ultrasound,
local hydrops in the right groin were aspirated and 4ml milky white pus was extracted. The bacterial
culture showed pseudomonas aeruginosa, which was treated with sensitive antibiotics for intravenous
anti-infection, and under the guidance of color ultrasound, multiple punctures and suction drainage were
performed for treatment.

The patient underwent laparoscopic exploration, mesh removal and abscess drainage after the failure of
conservative treatment. Intraoperative exploration showed adhesion of large omentum with the right
inguinal region, effusion and pus around the patch, and a medical glue about 0.6cm×1.0cm was found in
in the infected area. The patch was exposed and separated, and the pus cavity was repeatedly rinsed. A
silicone drainage tube was placed behind the pubis. The mesh and medical glue were removed
completely, and the incision was closed to end the operation. Demonstration of MILIHR was illustrated in
Fig. 1. After 6 months of follow-up, no pain and discomfort, no residual infection and no recurrence of
hernia were found in the right inguinal area.

Case 2: a 76-year-old male with a BMI of 21.3 was admitted to the hospital because of "pain in the right
groin for about 15 days and aggravation for 3 days". The patient underwent right inguinal oblique hernia
in our hospital in June 2017 (32 months ago) through TAPP. During the operation, the right inguinal
hernia sac was found to be 4cm×4cm×6cm. The hernia sac was transversely cut at the inner ring
opening, and the distal end remained.
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15 days before admission, the patient was scalded by the heater, and the waist was red, swollen and
painful, accompanied by a blister formation, followed by chills and fever, up to 39.1 ℃. Blood routine
examination showed white cell count of 12.61×109/L. After intravenous anti infection treatment, the burn
wound healed gradually, but the patient had right groin pain, and physical examination showed that right
groin area had local swelling with tenderness, no obvious �uctuation, and skin temperature is not high.
Enhanced CT: right inguinal area mixed density mass, considering the possibility of abscess, and
puncture found milky white pus, bacterial culture was Staphylococcus aureus.

After conservative treatment, the patient had poor e�cacy, and underwent laparoscopic exploration, mesh
removal and abscess drainage. Intraoperative exploration showed that there was no adhesion in the
abdominal cavity, about 5ml white pus was found in the remaining hernia sac after the mesh was
removed, and the abscess cavity was rinsed. A drainage tube was placed in the preperitoneal space, the
mesh and the hernia sac were taken out, and the peritoneal incision was closed to complete the
operation. Demonstration of MILIHR was illustrated in Fig. 2. The patient recovered smoothly after the
operation, and up to now, no obvious discomfort and no recurrence of hernia were found in the patient.

Literature review

Through PubMed, Google Scholar, Wanfang, CNKI, VIP, SinoMed databases, the key words including
Chinese and English "hernia/infection/laparoscopy, hernia/abscess/laparoscopy, mesh
infection/laparoscopy, inguinal hernia,/infection/ transabdominal preperitoneal (TAPP), inguinal
Hernia/infection/totally extraperitoneal (TEP) "("/" means “and”) retrieved 13 relevant Chinese and
English literatures from 1998 to 2019, excluded duplicative cases, and obtained detailed information [12-
24]. A total of 32 subjects were included in the study.

Results
A total of 34 MILIHR patients were enrolled in the study in combination with 2 cases of MILIHR patients
admitted to our hospital. There were 27 cases of male, 7 cases of female, and male to female ratio is
3.86:1, and the age ranged from 21 to 78 years. The clinical manifestations of the inguinal region mainly
local swelling and pain, lumps, sinus tract secretions, and some patients accompanied by fever. Blood
examination showed that the white blood cells and in�ammatory markers in most patients may be
elevated. ultrasound or CT scan can display the mesh around empyemata or effusion. Risk factors of
mesh infection: obesity (BMI >30) in 3 cases, smoking in 4 cases, malignant tumor in 1 case, steroid use
in 2 cases, immunosuppressive use in 1 case of autoimmune disease, diabetes in 1 case, medical glue in
1 case, residual hernia sac in 1 case, postoperative hematoma in 2 cases, postoperative aspiration of
seroma in 2 cases. Time from postoperative hernia to clinical signs and symptoms: 5 cases within 3
months, 20 cases from 3 months to 1 year, 9 cases after 1 year. According to the duration of infection,
there were 4 cases of early infection <1 months, 7 cases of tardy infection ≥1 months, ≤3 months, and 7
cases of chronic infection > 3 months and 16 cases were not noted in the literature. There were 12 cases
of bilateral laparoscopic inguinal hernia repair and 22 cases of unilateral inguinal hernia, and the surgical
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methods included 25 cases of TAPP and 9 cases of TEP. Only one patient underwent emergency surgery
due to incarceration of hernia, while the others were elective surgeries. All the patients underwent smooth
surgery without massive hemorrhage or damage to the bladder, intestines, large blood vessels and other
organs during the operation. As for the mesh material, 9 cases were polypropylene, 2 cases were
polytetra�uoroethylene, and 2 cases were polyester. Among them, 21 cases were not marked with the
mesh material. The clinical characteristics of speci�c patients are shown in Table 1.

 

Table 1 Baseline characteristics of the patients
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Characteristics Cases 34 Percentage

Gender

Male

Female

27

7

79.41

20.59

Risk factors

BMI 30

Smoking

Diabetes or Malignant tumor

Steroid or Immunosuppressive drugs use

Medical glue

Residual hernia sac

Postoperative hematomas

Aspiration of seroma

Unknown

3

4

2

3

1

1

2

2

16

8.82

11.76

5.89

8.82

2.94

2.94

5.89

5.89

47.06

Time from postoperative to onset

<3 months

≥3 months ≤12 months

12 months

5

20

9

14.71

58.82

26.47

Time from onset to cure

Early infection <1 months

Delayed infection ≥1 months, ≤3 months

Chronic infection > 3 months

Unknown

4

7

7

16

11.76

20.59

20.59

47.06

Type of repair

TEP

TAPP

9

25

 

26.47

73.53

Unilateral or bilateral hernia repair

Unilateral

Bilateral

22

12

64.71

35.29

Type of mesh 9 26.47
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Polypropylene

Polytetra�uoroethylene

Polyester

Unknown

2

2

21

5.89

5.89

61.75

mesh removed

Yes

No

33

1

97.06

2.94

mesh removal method

Laparoscopic mesh removal

Traditional open surgery

22

11

64.71

32.35

Types of in�ammatory reactions

Mesh Infection

Pseudoinfection (rejection)

32

2

94.11

5.89

 

The results of pathogen culture showed that 27 cases were positive, 2 cases were aseptic growth, and 5
cases were not recorded. Among the culture positive cases, there were 15 cases of Gram-positive bacteria,
including 14 cases of Staphylococcus and 1 case of Hemolytic streptococcus; 10 cases of Gram-negative
bacteria, including 5 cases of Escherichia coli, 5 cases of Pseudomonas, and 2 cases of fungi: 1 case of
Candida albicans and 1 case of Coccidioides. Combined with pathological examination, 2 cases of
pseudoinfection (rejection) and 32 cases of mesh infection were identi�ed, as shown in Table 2

 

Table 2 Results of pathogen culture
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Pathogen Cases 34 Percentage %

G+

Staphylococcus

Haemolytic streptococci

14

1

41.18

2.94

G-

Escherichia coli

Pseudomonas

5

5

14.71

14.71

fungi

Candida albicans

Coccidioides

1

1

2.94

2.94

Sterile 2 5.89

Unknown 5 14.71

 

In the early stage, 16 patients received conservative treatment such as anti-infection, irrigation, drainage
and chronic sinus resection, but most of them had no curative effect. Only 1 patient with candida
albicans infection recovered after antifungal treatment, irrigation and drainage, and the remaining
patients with conservative treatment �nally healed after the mesh was removed. Laparoscopic mesh
removal was performed in 22 cases, and surgical mesh removal was performed in 11 cases. Partial
patches were removed in 6 cases during surgical operation, and all the mesh were removed again or
repeatedly due to persistent or recurrent infection. Two patients who underwent bilateral hernia repair
underwent the second laparoscopic removal of the contralateral infected mesh and recovered. One
patient was complicated with intestinal �stula, and the mesh removal and enterectomy were performed
simultaneously.

Postoperative treatment with sensitive antibiotics was continued, the wound in the inguinal region was
indwelling and draining, dressing was changed regularly, and all patients recovered smoothly. No obvious
discomfort and complications occurred during postoperative follow-up. Most literatures do not mention
the recurrence of hernia in patients with prognosis.

Discussion
Among the complications after hernia surgery, MILIHR is one of the most di�cult to deal with, which
presents a severe challenge to surgeons. At the same time, it will also cause a lot of mental and physical
pain to the patients, and greatly increase the economic burden. Therefore, how to treat MILIHR and make
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patients recover as soon as possible is worth more discussion. The factors leading to mesh infection are
various, and the patient's own factors may increase the risk of mesh infection, including history of
infection, obesity, smoking, malnutrition, incarcerated hernia, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease,
diabetes, tumor, steroid use, poor cardiopulmonary function and low immune function [25-30]. In addition,
other factors include unquali�ed instrument disinfection, long operation time, large foreign body
implantation, �uid accumulation around the mesh or repeated suction of scrotal seroma, other
contaminated operations, type of mesh are the risk factors for patch infection [31-34]. In this study,
43.24% of the patients had the risk factors reported above. In case 1, we found that there was medical
glue in the infection foci, and in case 2, we found that the infection foci were the residual hernia sac
surrounding pus. Therefore, we believed that the use of medical glue and the residual hernia sac could
also become the risk factors for MILIHR.

Literatures reports the pore diameter of the mesh and the �ber structure may increase the rate of mesh
infection. The anti-infection ability of the polypropylene mesh with single strand �ber structure (pore
diameter > 75 μm) is better than that of the polytetra�uoroethylene mesh with multi strand �ber structure
(pore diameter < 10 μm). Polypropylene mesh with large aperture, allow through the �ber mother cell.
However, the polytetra�uoroethylene can only allow bacteria to mesh and phagocytes can't through the
mesh. In this study, due to limited data, although the difference between mesh type and MILIHR cannot
be explained, it is worth further study.

The diagnosis of MILIHR can be con�rmed by medical history, imaging examination and bacterial
biological culture. However, the clinical manifestations of mesh infection varied from local swelling, pain
and mass in the inguinal region in the early time to chronic in�ammatory sinus tract in the later period.
Because of the depth of the patch infection after laparoscopic surgery, early diagnosis is not easy. Early
symptoms of swelling, pain tends to be considered for surgical trauma, postoperative complications of
chronic pain, even suspected of infection, the majority of patients also only application in early treatment,
pain killer, antibiotics and other conservative treatment, this leads to the majority of patients do not have
access to heal, illness gradually increase to the chronic course [35], so the majority of patients had longer
duration of MILIHR. In this study, according to limited statistical data, 46.7% (7/15) of the patients had
infection duration longer than 3 months.

The most common infection bacteria of mesh infection is Gram-positive Staphylococcus aureus,
followed by gram-negative bacteria Escherichia coli [24.34.36].In this study, bacteria of MILIHR mainly
followed by Staphylococcus (41.18%), Escherichia coli (14.71%), Pseudomonas (14.71%), similar to the
literature, but also contains the mesh 2 cases caused by a fungus infection, in addition, there are 2 cases
no bacterial growth, by combining with pathologic examination, they were diagnosed with rejection,
considering of the infection. Although there was no bacterial infection, the clinical symptoms of
pseudoinfection were the same as those of genuine infection, and the radical treatment was to remove
the mesh.
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The most reliable way to treat MILIHR is to remove the patch completely. Mesh infection through three
steps including bacterial adhesion, proliferation and the formation of bio�lm [25] mesh as a foreign body
reduces the threshold of bacteria required for infection. The bio�lm formed by bacterial adhesion to the
patch can enhance the resistance of bacteria to antibiotics and evade host immune function, this layer of
bio�lm can form a protective barrier, hinder antibiotics through makes it di�cult to treat infection, often
antimicrobial treatment effect is not ideal [34].Therefore, the systemic application of antibiotics, local
dressing change, incision irrigation, negative pressure drainage and other conservative treatments makes
the treatment of mesh infection very di�cult, and often increases the treatment time of patients. Only
when the infected mesh is removed can the cure be achieved. Moreover, incomplete mesh removal can
lead to multiple surgeries for the recurrence of infection [10,37,38]. In this study, only 1 case of fungal
infection was cured by conservative treatment, and the remaining 33 cases were healed by taking out the
mesh. Therefore, the most reliable method to treat MILIHR is to remove the patch timely and completely.

The choice of surgical treatment should maximize the bene�ts of the patients. Traditional surgery is a
common method to remove the mesh, which is reached to the infection level through layer by layer of free
tissue. However, laparoscopic hernia repair is performed by placing the mesh in the preperitoneal space
through the posterior approach, which means that multiple layers of healthy tissue can be destroyed by
open surgery before the infection can be reached [24]. In the study, the ratio of laparoscopy to traditional
surgery was 2:1 but we suggest that laparoscopic mesh removal should be selected. On the one hand,
the ampli�cation effect of laparoscopy is conducive to the complete removal of the mesh and the
identi�cation of important anatomical structures. On the other hand, it provides a simple and feasible
anterior approach for reoperation of hernia recurrence after mesh removal.

Conclusions
MILIHR is one of the most di�cult complex complications to treat. The risk factors of mesh infection are
multifactorial including the using of medical glue and the residual hernia sac. Most of the patients had a
long course of infection, and the main pathogens of MILIHR were Staphylococcus, Escherichia coli and
Pseudomonas. The most reliable way to treat MILIHR is to remove the patch completely. The removal of
the infected mesh by laparoscopic surgery can clearly identify the important anatomical structures and
avoid anterior approach abdominal wall damage during re-hernia repair.

However, the long-term recurrence of inguinal hernia after mesh removal in this study needs to be further
followed up and studied. Meanwhile, the number of cases in this study is small, and the advantages of
laparoscopic treatment still need to be veri�ed in large sample clinical practice. In addition, MILIHR
control and treatment is a complex problem, and individualized treatment regimen should be formulated
according to infection inducement, mesh type, surgical mode, hernia type and other factors, which need
to be further explored by general surgeons.

Abbreviations
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MILIHR: Mesh infection after inguinal hernia repair; BMI: Body mass index; TAPP: Transperitoneal
preperitoneal; TEP: Totally extraperitoneal repair; CT: Computerized tomography.

Declarations
Ethics approval and consent to participate

The two cases report and study were approved and supervised by the ethics committee of Beibei
Traditional Chinese Medical Hospital.

Consent for publication

Written informed consents for publication of patients’ clinical details and clinical images were obtained
from patients in the two cases.

Availability of data and materials

The datasets used during the current study are available from the corresponding author on reasonable
request.

Competing interests

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Funding

There is no funding.

Authors’ contributions

YL and CSW contributed to the conception and design, and YL wrote this article. All authors have read
and approved the manuscript.

Acknowledgements

Not applicable.

References
1. Tang JX, Hua L, Zhang T et al (2002) The multiple epidemiological study of prevalence rate on groin

hernia in adults. Journal of Surgery Concepts and Practice 7:421-422. https://doi.org/
10.3969/j.issn.1007-9610.2002.06.009

2. Tang JX, Hu XC (2019) Characteristics of inguinal hernia in adolescents in China and the problems
deserving attention in diagnosis and treatment. Chin J Pract Surg 39:788-791.
https://doi.org/10.19538/j.cjps.issn1005-2208.2019.08.05



Page 12/16

3. Tang JX, Li HY (2020) Chinese Expert consensus on the diagnosis and treatment of senile inguinal
hernia (2019 edition). J Clin Surg 28:12-15. http://www.lcwkz.com/CN/10.3969 /j.issn.1005-
6483.2020.01.003

4. Tang JX, Li SJ (2018) Emphasis on the diagnosis and treatment of inguinal hernias in elderly
patients. Chin J Pract Surg 38:862-865. https://doi.org/10.19538/j.cjps.issn1005-2208.2018.08.06

5. Burger JW, Luijendijk RW, Hop WC et al (2004) Long-term follow-up of a randomized controlled trial
of suture versus mesh repair of incisional hernia. Annals of surgery 240:578–585.
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.sla.0000141193.08524.e7

�. Liu FD, Li JY, Yao S et al (2015) A retrospective analysis of surgical treatment of mesh infection after
repair of ventral hernia or defect. Genet Mol Res 14:14387–14395.
https://doi.org/10.4238/2015.November.18.2

7. Vasilakis V, Cook K, Wilson D (2014) Surgical resection and scari�cation for chronic seroma post-
ventral hernia mesh repair. Am J Case Rep 15:526-529. https://doi.org/10.12659/AJCR.891346

�. Guillaume O, Pérez-Tanoira R, Fortelny R et al (2018) Infections associated with mesh repairs of
abdominal wall hernias: Are antimicrobial biomaterials the longed-for solution?. Biomaterials 167:15-
31. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2018.03.017

9. Li JF, Lai DD, Zhang XD et al (2012) Meta-analysis of the effectiveness of prophylactic antibiotics in
the prevention of postoperative complications after tension-free hernioplasty. Can J Surg 55:27-32.
https://doi.org/10.1503/cjs.018310

10. Yang HQ Liu YT Chen J et al (2019) Individualized treatment policy for mesh infection after inguinal
hernia repair. Chin J Gen Surg 34: 795-797. https://doi.org/ 10.3760/cma.j.issn.1007-
631X.2019.09.014

11. Serbetci K Kulacoglu H Devay AO et a1 (2017) Effects of resterilization on mechanical properties of
polypropylene meshes Am J Surg 194 375-379 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjsurg.2005.11.018

12. Yang XF, Zhong M, Wang K et al (2013) Infection and abdominal sinus formation after laparoscopic
hernioplasty for bilateral inguinal hernia: a case report and literature review. Henan Journal of
Surgery, 19:118-120.

13. Huang ZF, Jiang HP (2018) A case of mesh infection after laparoscopic total extraperitoneal hernia
repair for bilateral inguinal hernia. Chin J New Clin Med 11: 387-388. https://doi.org/10.3969
/j.issn.1674-3806.2018.04.22

14. Zhang B, Zhang LY (2016) A case of hernia graft infection with right buttock sinus formation after
laparoscopic preperitoneal space repair. Lab Med Clin 13:378-379.
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1672‐9455.2016.25.190

15. Chen C, Wang X, Zhong XH (2009) A case of hernia mesh infection and abdominal sinus formation
after laparoscopic preperitoneal repair. Chin Arch Gen Surg Electronic Edition  3: 46-46.
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1674-0793.2009.05.016

1�. Hamouda A , Kennedy J , Grant N et al (2010) Mesh erosion into the urinary bladder following
laparoscopic inguinal hernia repair; is this the tip of the iceberg?. Hernia 14:317-319.



Page 13/16

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10029-009-0539-5

17. Aravind B, Cook A (2015) Intra-abdominal giant infected seroma following laparoscopic inguinal
hernia repair. Hernia 19:795-797. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10029-013-1174-8

1�. Forrester JD, Gomez CA, Forrester JA et al (2015) First case of mesh infection due to Coccidioides
spp. and literature review of fungal mesh infections after hernia repair. Mycoses. 58:582-587.
https://doi.org/10.1111/myc.12364

19. Jalilvand A, Sarker S, Fisichella PM (2015) A rare case of mesh infection 3 years after a laparoscopic
totally extraperitoneal (TEP) inguinal hernia repair. Surg Laparosc Endosc Percutan Tech 25:e69-e71.
https://doi.org/10.1097/SLE.0000000000000093

20. Singhranger D, Taneja T, Sroden P et al (2007) A rare complication following laparoscopic TEP repair:
case report and discussion of the literature. Hernia 11:453–456. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10029-
007-0206-7

21. Luhmann A, Moses A (2015) Successful conservative treatment of a candida albicans
intraperitoneal mesh infection following laparoscopic ventral hernia repair. Hernia 19:845-847.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10029-013-1183-7

22. Foschi D, Corsi F, Cellerino P et al 1998 Late rejection of the mesh after laparoscopic hernia repair.
Surg Endosc 12:455-457. https://doi.org/10.1007/s004649900704

23. Gukas ID, Massouh F 2011 Serious life-threatening complication 5 years after laparoscopic totally
extraperitoneal hernia repair: case report and discussion of the literature. Hernia. 15:459-462.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10029-010-0681-0

24. Yang H, Liu Y, Chen J et al 2019 The Management of Mesh Infection After Laparoscopic Inguinal
Hernia Repair. Surg Laparosc Endosc Percutan Tech 29:40-42.
https://doi.org/10.1097/SLE.0000000000000614

25. Ma KR, Yan ZB, Zhang GY (2017) Prevention and treatment of mesh infection after abdominal
external hernia repair. Journal of laparoscopic surgery 22: 158-160. https://doi.org/10.13499
/j.cnki.fqjwkzz.2017.02.158

2�. Yisimayili A Maimaitituerxun T XU QL (2018) Preliminary discuss for risk factor of mesh infection
following tension hernia repair. J Clin Surg 26:62-64. https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-
6483.2018.08.021

27. Narkhede R, Shah NM, Dalal PR et al 2015 Postoperative Mesh Infection-Still a Concern in
Laparoscopic Era. Indian J Surg. 77:322-326. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12262-015-1304-x

2�. Liang MK, Goodenough CJ, Martindale RG et al 2015 External validation of the ventral hernia risk
score for prediction of surgical site infections. Surg Infect (Larchmt) 16:36-40.
https://doi.org/10.1089/sur.2014.115

29. Yabanoğlu H, Arer İM, Çalıskan K 2015 The Effect of the Use of Synthetic Mesh Soaked in Antibiotic
Solution on the Rate of Graft Infection in Ventral Hernias: A Prospective Randomized Study. Int Surg
100:1040-1047. https://doi.org/10.9738/INTSURG-D-14-00304.1



Page 14/16

30. Stremitzer S, Bachleitner-Hofmann T, Gradl B et al 2010 Mesh graft infection following abdominal
hernia repair: risk factor evaluation and strategies of mesh graft preservation. A retrospective
analysis of 476 operations. World J Surg 34:1702-1709. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00268-010-0543-z

31. Sanchez VM, Abi-Haidar YE, Itani KM 2011 Mesh infection in ventral incisional hernia repair:
incidence, contributing factors, and treatment. Surg Infect (Larchmt) 12:205-210.
https://doi.org/10.1089/sur.2011.033

32. Mawos MN Athanasiou S Alexiou VG et a1 2011 Risk factors for mesh—related infections after
hernia repair surgery a meta-analysis of cohort studies World J Surg 35 2389-2398
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00268-011-1266-5

33. Harrell AG, Novitsky YW, Kercher KW et al 2006  In vitro infectability of prosthetic mesh by
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus. Hernia 10:120-124. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10029-
005-0056-0

34. Tolino MJ, Tripoloni DE, Ratto R et al (2010) Infections associated with prosthetic repairs of
abdominal wall hernias: pathology, management and results. Chin J Pract Surg 30: 1057-1062.
https://doi.org/CNKI:SUN:ZGWK.0.2010-12-032

35. Bellon J, Garcia-Carranza A, Garcia-Honduvilla N et al 2004  Tissue integration and biomechanical
behaviour of contaminated experimental polypropylene and expanded polytetra�uoroethylene
implants. Br J Surg 91:489-494. https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.4451

3�. Montgomery A, Kallinowski F, Köckerling F 2016  Evidence for Replacement of an Infected Synthetic
by a Biological Mesh in Abdominal Wall Hernia Repair. Front Surg 2:67.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsurg.2015.00067

37. Taylor SG, O'Dwyer PJ 1999 Chronic groin sepsis following tension-free inguinal hernioplasty. Br J
Surg 86:562-565. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2168.1999.01072.x

3�. Sun L  Shen YM Chen J et al 2013 Surgical Treatment for Mesh Infection after Prosthetic Patch
Repair of Inguinal Hernia. Chin J Bases Clin General Surg 20: 1341-1343.
https://doi.org/CNKI:SUN:ZPWL.0.2013-12-007

Figures



Page 15/16

Figure 1

Demonstration of MILIHR in 1 case. a color ultrasound considered pus b pus out�ow  c remove medical
glue d complete patch removed.
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Figure 2

Demonstration of MILIHR in 2 case. a CT shows right inguinal abscess b pus out�ow c residual
infectious hernia sac d complete patch removed.


