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Abstract

Introduction: Hemorrhoids can be managed by means of several therapeutic options. Regarding this, it is of fundamental importance to
identify the hemorrhoidectomy method with fewer complications (e.g., bleeding, pain, and postoperative infections) or beneficial
outcomes (e.g., accelerated speed of wound healing and resumption of normal life activities). Such knowledge can play a significant role
in the advancement of medical and educational goals. Therefore, the present study was conducted to compare the clinical results of
Milligan-Morgan surgery and hemorapy device in the treatment of patients with hemorrhoids.

Methods: This prospective study was conducted on 60 patients aged over 20 years with hemorrhoids referring to Bahonar and Afzalipour
hospitals of Kerman, Iran, and diagnosed to need surgery by a surgical specialist. The study population was selected using a simple
randomization method and then allocated into two groups of A and B, regardless of gender. Group A was operated by open or Milligan-
Morgan technique, while group B was subjected to hemorapy method. After the surgery, the patients’ data were recorded in specific
forms and analyzed by SPSS software (version 21).

Results: Out of 60 patients with hemorrhoids, 37 (64%) cases were male. Regarding the severity of hemorrhoids, 19 (32%) and 41 (68%)
patients had fourth-degree and third-degree hemorrhoids, respectively. The mean age of the patients was 35.86+12.84 years. Four weeks
after the surgery, the mean pain scores of the patients in the Milligan-Morgan and hemorapy groups were 3.67+1.84 and 1.67+1.35,
respectively, showing a statistically significant difference (P=0.001). However, 8 weeks post-surgery, no pain, bleeding events, urinary
retention, or incontinence were observed in the patients, except for anal stenosis in two patients treated with Milligan-Morgan method.

Conclusions: According to the results, hemorapy method resulted in lower postoperative pain than Milligan-Morgan method. In addition,
the hemorapy technique was accompanied by considerably fewer complications, such as bleeding, urinary retention, gas incontinence,
and stenosis, compared to the Milligan-Morgan method. Consequently, hemorapy method can be recommended for hemorrhoidectomy.
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Introduction

Hemorrhoids have been known as a human
disease for centuries. Studies show that currently,
50% of people aged 50 years or older have
hemorrhoids. However, many patients, especially in
communities such as Iran, do not readily refer to a
physician due to social and religious circumstances
(1). Located in the anal canal, hemorrhoids are
cushions of soft subepithelial tissue that include
venules, arterioles, and smooth muscle fibers. Three
hemorrhoidal cushions are on the left, right
anterior, and posterolateral positions (2).

Because hemorrhoids are part of the natural
anorectal anatomy, treatment is indicated only for
symptomatic patients. High strain, high abdominal
pressure, and stiff excretion cause congestion and
dilation of the hemorrhoidal network whereby the
hemorrhoidal tissue would bulge (3). Although
hemorrhoid treatment requires medical and non-
surgical procedures in most of the cases, surgical
procedures are inevitable to treat 1 out of every 10
cases of hemorrhoids. Surgery is especially useful
in cases that are developed below the pectinate
line (4) because unlike non-surgical procedures,
surgical treatment involves anesthesia to prevent
pain. Surgical approaches for the removal of
hemorrhoids consist of many types and methods.
However, all of them usually involve hemorrhoid
removal or blood supply restriction to shrink and
eventually eliminate the hemorrhoid (5).

Hemorrhoidectomy is a large-scale operation
that is used to remove internal and external third-
and fourth-degree hemorrhoids, extensive external
hemorrhoids, or combined types. The most effective
treatment for hemorrhoids is hemorrhoidectomy if
one accepts the potential adverse effects (6). This
surgery is performed in two different ways,
namely open and closed (7). It should be noted
that both closed hemorrhoidectomy (Ferguson)
and open hemorrhoidectomy (Milligan-Morgan)
can be equally effective and safe (8). However, the
closed procedure will be more satisfactory to the
patients in the long run, compared with the open
procedure. Nonetheless, both procedures may lead
to severe postoperative pain (9).

In open hemorrhoidectomy, the affected area is
incised and removed in a similar manner to the
closed procedure (10), except that the site is not
fully sutured, allowing it to remain open until it
heals and closes by itself (11). Sometimes,
however, the physician may find that an incised
site left open may increase the chance of infection
and that the site is less likely to close
spontaneously. Therefore, s/he may prefer to
suture the site and complete the surgery with an
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open and closed combination procedure (12).

To minimize or prevent post-hemorrhoidectomy
pain, scientists have developed other methods that
reduce the severity of pain associated with vascular
closure and require less postoperative care (13).
Because of its side effects, hemorrhoidectomy is
recommended more frequently in emergencies
and when the treatment has failed in medical
and less invasive procedures (14). In open
hemorrhoidectomy (Milligan-Morgan), due to
amputation or damage to the anal canal sphincters,
the pressure in the duct is likely to decrease and
cause some degrees of gas and stool incontinence in
the patient (15). In hemorrhoid electrotherapy
(hemorapy), no tissue is removed, rather a needle is
inserted into the hemorrhoid button, and the
hemorrhoid is treated with a mild flow of electricity.
Therefore, no apparent damage to the anal canal
sphincters should occur whereby the sphincter
pressures should remain constant, and the anal
canal physiology is preserved (16).

To the best of our knowledge, no studies have
yet addressed the comparison of Milligan-Morgan
and hemorapy procedures. Accordingly, no
information is available on the superiority of these
two methods over each other. There are a number
of studies comparing hemorrhoid surgical
procedure and hemorapy. In the surgery, similar to
other branches of medical science, there are
different surgical treatments for most of the
diseases. However, what makes a surgical
procedure more widely employed by physicians is
the patient’'s satisfaction with the surgical
procedure, which is itself a function of fewer
postoperative complications and improved speed
of returning to normal life (17).

As mentioned, there are several surgical
procedures for the treatment of hemorrhoids.
Therefore, it will be highly relevant to determine
the hemorrhoidectomy procedure that has a better
and faster trend in terms of complications (e.g., less
bleeding, postoperative pain, and infection), speed
of wound healing, and resumption of normal life
activities. In line with this objective, the present
study was conducted to compare the clinical
outcomes of Milligan-Morgan and hemorapy in
patients with hemorrhoids, hoping to provide
valuable and practical results in this field.

Methods

The project is a prospective study with the
ethics code of IRKMU.AH.REC.1397.108. Our study
population consisted of 60 patients with
hemorrhoids referring to the Bahonar and
Afzalipur hospitals of Kerman, Iran, and diagnosed
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to need surgery by a surgical specialist. The study
population was selected via simple randomization
method. The patients, who were all above 20 years
of age, were allocated into two groups of A and B,
regardless of their gender. Group A was operated
by open or Milligan-Morgan procedure, while
group B was subjected to hemorapy.

A series of information forms (collecting
information on age, gender, degree of hemorrhoid,
pain, bleeding, urinary retention, gas incontinence,
anal stenosis, personal information, patient
address, and telephone number) were prepared for
each group before and after the procedure. For
each patient, two duplicates of the forms were
completed, one recorded in the patient’s medical
record for further studies and one being provided
by the main author of the project and colleagues.
The surgery in both groups was performed by a
surgeon who was the attending surgeon of the
project and did the surgery completely from the
incision to the last suture.

In the Milligan-Morgan surgical procedure, the
hemorrhoid cushions and associated extra mucosa
were identified and excised through a circular
incision. Then, the tip of the hemorrhoid network
was ligated, and the hemorrhoid was excised. It
was left open and allowed to recover in the
secondary stage. In the hemorapy procedure,
however, after the implementation of anorectal
examination by an anoscope and determination of
hemorrhoid type and degree, the surgeon inserted
the hemorapy device electrode through the
anoscope with its tip entering into the hemorrhoid
root. The current severity was intensified using the
buttons on the control panel until the hemorrhoid
tissue began to discolor or gas out. After the
treatment, the flow was reduced to zero mA once
again, and the device was shut down. After 10-14
days, the hemorrhoid tissue would disappear
without leaving any scars or traces.

The preoperative and intraoperative data for
each patient were recorded in a specific form, and
the postoperative information was recorded within
the first 24 h post-surgery, as well as in the first
visit performed a week after patient discharge.
Sufficient explanations were given to the patients
about all possible complications. Using the phone
number or address recorded in the patients’ files,
the researchers inquired about the complications
occurring 24 h post-surgery, as well as 1, 4, and 8
weeks after the surgery.

The first visit was conducted 24 h after the
surgery in the surgical ward and before discharge.
The second visit was made a week later in the
surgical clinic or the researcher’s office or by
telephone. Furthermore, the third and fourth visits
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were performed 4 and 8 weeks later in the surgical
clinic or office or by telephone for patients who did
not refer. The patients were also advised to refer to
the emergency department of the respective
hospital or call the research colleague if any of the
complications noted would present after discharge.

Statistical analysis

The data were analyzed in SPSS software
(version 21) using descriptive and analytical
statistical tests. Descriptive statistical tests
included mean, standard deviation, and frequency,
while the analytical statistical tests comprised
Mann-Whitney U and Friedman tests. A p-value
less than 0.05 was considered statistically
significant.

Results

Out of 60 patients with hemorrhoids, 37 (64%)
cases were male. With regard to the severity of the
hemorrhoids, 19 (32%) and 41 (68%) patients had
fourth-degree and third-degree hemorrhoids,
respectively. The mean age of the patients was
35.86+12.84 years. As Table 1 indicates, the two
groups are homogeneous in terms of gender
(P=0.012), degree of hemorrhoid (P=0.224), and
age (P=0.023).

The results showed no significant difference
between the two groups immediately after the
surgery in terms of the mean pain (P=0.74; Table
2). However, from 24 h to 8 weeks postoperatively,
the patients who underwent surgery through the
Milligan-Morgan method were more likely to
experience pain than those treated by the
hemorapy procedure (P=0.001 and P=0.045). The
results of the Friedman test also showed a
significantly decreasing trend of pain in both
groups (P=0.001).

As Table 3 indicates, 9 (36%) patients in the
Milligan-Morgan group and only one patient in the
hemorapy group had bleeding immediately after
the surgery, showing a significant difference in this
regard (P=0.023). Although the postoperative

Table 1: Homogeneity of study groups

Surgical procedure

Variable Milligan-Morgan  Hemorapy P-value
Gender
Male 21 (56.75%) 16 (43.25%)  0.012
Female 9 (39.13%) 14 (60.87%)
Hemorrhoid degree
4 10 (52.63%) 9 (47.37%) 0.224
3 26 (63.59) 15 (36.59%)
Age 34.67+11.65 35.94+12.84  0.023
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Table 2: Comparison of postoperative pain 24 hours and one, four, and eight weeks after surgery in Milligan-
Morgan and hemorapy methods and its trend in each group

Timenoint Group Mann-Whitney U statistic
P Milligan-Morgan Hemorapy (p-value)
Immediately after surgery 84.68+7.2 67.84+7.3 0.74
24 h after surgery 74.946.2 88.57+5.3 0.045
One week after surgery 42.7845.1 67.95+3.2 0.001
Four weeks after surgery 67.84+3.1 67.35+1.1 0.001
Eight weeks after surgery 12.57+1.0 55.74+0.0 0.001

Freidman statistic (p-value) 0.001 0.001
The digits in bold indicate a p-value that is significant at the 0.05 level.

Table 3: Comparison of bleeding, urinary retention, gas incontinence, and anal stenosis 24 hours, and one,
four, and eight weeks after surgery between Milligan-Morgan and hemorapy groups

Timepoint Bleeding Urinary retention Gas incontinence Anal stenosis
After Milligan-  Hemorapy P- Milligan-  Hemorapy P- Milligan-  Hemorapy P- Milligan-  Hemorapy P-
surgery Morgan value  Morgan value  Morgan value  Morgan value
Immediately 9 (36%) 1 (4%) 0.023 13 (52%) 5 (20%) 0.039  6(24%) 2(8%) 0.051 0(0) 0(0) 1
24h 8 (32%) 0(0) 0.001 15 (60%) 4 (16%) 0012  6(24%) 1 (4%) 0.001 0(0) 0(0) 1
One week 4 (16%) 0(0) 0.001 0(0) 0(0) 1 1 (4%) 0(0) 0.524 0(0) 0(0) 1
Four weeks 3(12%) 0(0) 0.001 0(0) 0(0) 1 1 (4%) 0(0) 0524  2(12%) 0(0) 0.049
Eight weeks 0(0) 0(0) 1 0(0) 0(0) 1 0(0) 0(0) 1 2 (8%) 0(0) 0.049

The digits in bold indicate a p-value that is significant at the 0.05 level.

bleeding frequency in both groups showed a
decreasing trend, the number of cases was always
significantly higher in the Milligan-Morgan group
until 8 weeks post-surgery when there was no
bleeding in the two groups. Postoperative urinary
retention occurred in 13 (52%) patients in the
direct surgery group, whereas in the hemorapy
group, 5 (20%) patients presented this
complication. Nonetheless, the difference between
the groups was not statistically significant
(P=0.039). Urinary retention occurred for 13
(52%) patients in the Milligan-Morgan group
immediately after the surgery, whereas in the
hemorapy group, only 5 (20%) patients
experienced the complication. The difference
between the groups was statistically significant in
this regard (P=0.039).

Twenty-four hours after the surgery, the
incidence of urinary retention was observed in 15
patients in the Milligan-Morgan group, which was
significantly higher than the four cases in the
hemorapy group (P=0.012). However, the
complication stopped in both groups after a week.
Gas incontinence was also significantly higher in
the Milligan-Morgan group than in the hemorapy
group 24 h after the surgery (P=0.001). Concerning
other parameters, the two groups had no
significant difference. Anal stenosis was one of the
complications that mostly confirmed the inefficacy
of the Milligan-Morgan surgical procedure,
compared to hemorapy. This complication occurs
basically after several weeks of hemorrhoid
surgery in some patients. In our study, anal

stenosis occurred only in two patients operated by
means of the Milligan-Morgan’s method after 4
weeks (P=0.049).

Discussion

The results showed that the mean
postoperative pain was not significantly different
between the two groups. However, bleeding and
urinary retention rates were significantly higher
in the patients who underwent Milligan-Morgan
procedure. On the other hand, gas incontinence
showed no significant difference although the
rate was higher in the patients undergoing the
Milligan-Morgan procedure. The results of a
study performed by Greenberg et al. (18)
demonstrated that post-hemorrhoidectomy pain
was significantly higher in the patients
undergoing Milligan-Morgan than in those
subjected to hemorapy and Ferguson methods.
Moreover, bleeding, urinary retention, and gas
incontinence occurred more frequently in these
patients. Scheyer et al. found similar results to
those of our study, showing that the rates of
postoperative pain, bleeding, urinary retention,
and voluntary gastric emptying were significantly
higher in patients undergoing the Milligan-
Morgan procedure (19).

The mean pain scores 24 h after the surgery
were 6.74+2.94 and 5.88+3.57 in the Milligan-
Morgan and hemorapy groups, respectively, where
the score was significantly higher in the patients
undergoing the Milligan-Morgan surgery. The
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incidence rates of postoperative complications,
bleeding, urinary retention, gas incontinence, and
anal stenosis were also significantly higher in
patients who underwent the Milligan-Morgan
procedure. In the same vein, the results obtained
by Ramirez et al. (20) and Charua et al. (21) are in
line with our findings.

Mean pain scores after one week of surgery
were respectively 5.42+1.78 and 3.67+2.95 in the
Milligan-Morgan and hemorapy groups, showing a
significantly higher rate in the Milligan-Morgan
group. Furthermore, after one week of the surgery,
bleeding was significantly higher in the Milligan-
Morgan patients, although urinary retention and
gas incontinence rates were not significantly
different between the two groups.

No complaint of pain was recorded in the
groups after 8 weeks; therefore, there was no
difference between them in this regard. Moreover,
anal stenosis was observed in two patients who
underwent the Milligan-Morgan procedure. The
results obtained by Gallese et al. showed that after
2 months, patients had a partial recovery from
pain, compared to that of the preoperation phase.
However, in the mentioned study, the pain was
relieved at a significantly slower rate in patients
undergoing Milligan-Morgan procedure. In
addition, Bursics et al. showed that patients who
underwent hemorrhoidectomy via the Milligan-
Morgan method had significantly greater anal
stenosis.

Conclusions

The results showed that the rate of
postoperative pain in the hemorapy procedure was
considerably lower than in the conventional
Milligan-Morgan method. Furthermore, such
complications as bleeding, urinary retention, gas
incontinence, and anal stenosis were significantly
lower in the hemorapy procedure, as compared to
those in the Milligan-Morgan method. Therefore,
given the few side-effects and significant benefits
of hemorapy and consequently the patient
satisfaction with this procedure, this technique can
be used along with or in place of other
conventional  methods. In  addition, by
incorporating this method into the educational
curriculum of general surgery specialty, the ground
can be provided for training and promoting this
treatment procedure in all academic training
centers.

Acknowledgments

There is nothing to declare.

Zeinalinejad et al

Funding

There is no funding source.

Conflict of Interest

There is no conflict of interest to be declared.

References

1. Ibrahim S, Tsang C, Lee YL, Eu KW, Seow-Choen F.
Prospective randomized trial comparing pain and
complications between diathermy and scissors for
closed hemorrhoidectomy. Dis Colon Rectum. 2009;
41(11):1418-20. PMID: 9823809 DOI: 10.1007/
bf02237059

2. Read MG, Read NW, Haynes WG, Donnelly TC,
Johnson AG. A prospective study of the effect of
hemorrhoidectomy on sphincter function and faecal
continence. Br ] Surg. 2001; 69(7):396-8. DOL:
10.1002/bjs. 1800690713

3. Orrom W, Hayashi A, Rusnak C, Kelly ]. Initial
experience with stapled anoplasty in the operative
management of prolapsing hemorrhoids and
mucosal rectal prolapse. Am ] Surg. 2002; 183(5):
519-24. PMID: 12034384 DOI: 10.1016/s0002-
9610(02)00842-5

4. Wesxner SD. The quest for painless surgical treatment
of hemorrhoids continues. ] Am Coll Surg. 2001;
193(2):174-8. PMID: 11491448 DOI: 10.1016/
s1072-7515(01)00997-8

5. Altomare DF, Rinaldi M, Sallustio PL, Martino P, De
Fazio M, Memeo M. Long-term effects of stapled
hemorrhoidectomy on internal anal function and
sensitivity. Br ] Surg. 2016; 88(11):1487-91. PMID:
11683746 DOI: 10.1046/j.0007-1323.2001.01898.x

6. Sayfan ], Becker A, Koltun L. Sutureless closed
hemorrhoidectomy: a new technique. Ann Surg.
2001; 234(1):21-4. PMID: 11420479 DOL
10.1097/00000658-200107000-00004

7. Ho YH, Cheong WK, Tsang C, Ho ], Eu KW, Tang CL, et
al. Stapled hemorrhoidectomy-cost and effectiveness.
Randomized, controlled trial including incontinence
scoring, anorectal manometry, and endoanal
ultrasound assessment up to three months. Dis Colon
Rectum. 2013; 43(12):1666-75. PMID: 11156449
DOI: 10.1007/bf02236847

8. Norman DA, Newton R, Nicholas GV. Direct current
electrotherapy of internal hemorrhoids: an effective,
safe and painless outpatient approach. Am ]
Gastroenterol. 1989; 84(5):482-7. PMID: 2785755

9. Khan S, Pawlak SE, Eggenberger ]JC, Lee CS, Szilagy EJ,
Wu JS, et al. Surgical treatment of hemorrhoids.
Prospective, randomized trial comparing closed
excisional hemorrhoidectomy and the harmonic
scalpel technique of excisional hemorrhoidectomy.
Dis Colon Rectum. 2001; 44(6):845-9. PMID:
11391146 DOI: 10.1007/bf02234706

139


http://jsurgery.bums.ac.ir/article-1-188-en.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.32592/Jsurgery.2019.7.4.102

[ DOI: 10.32592/Jsurgery.2019.7.4.102

Downloaded from jsurgery.bums.ac.ir at 13:44 IRDT on Wednesday April 29th 2020

Zeinalinejad et al

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Armstrong DN, Ambroze WL, Schertzer ME,
Orangio GR. Harmonic Scalpel vs. electrocautery
hemorrhoidectomy: a prospective evaluation. Dis
Colon Rectum. 2011; 44(4):558-64. PMID: 11330583
DOI: 10.1007/bf02234329

Tan JJY, Soew-Choen F. Prospective, randomized trial
comparing diathermy and harmonic scalpel
hemorrhoidectomy. Dis Colon Rectum. 2001; 44(5):
677-9. PMID: 11357028 DOI: 10.1007 /bf02234565

Filingeri V, Giudiceandrea F, Rosati R, Fiorito R,
Casciani CU. Surgical treatment of hemorrhoid
disease. A comparison between techniques. Minerva
Chir. 2001; 56(1):41-6. PMID: 11283480

Pfenninger JL. Modern treatments for internal
haemorrhoids. BM]. 2009; 314(7089):1211-12.
PMID: 9154017 DOI: 10.1136/bmj.314.7089.1211

Pfenninger JL, Surrel ]. Nonsurgical treatment
options for internal hemorrhoids. Am Fam Physician.
2006; 52(3):821-37. PMID: 7653423

Yang R, Migikovsky B, Peicher ], Laine L. Randomized,
prospective trial of direct current versus bipolar
electro coagulation for bleeding internal hemorrhoids.
Gastrointest Endosc. 1993; 39(6):766-9. DOIL:
10.1016/S0016-5107(93)70261-8

Randall GW, Jensen DM, Machicado GA, Hirabayashi
K, Jensen MI, You S, et al. Prospective randomized
comparative study of bipolar versus direct current
electro coagulation for treatment of bleeding internal

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

140

Clinical complications of hemorapy device versus ...

Gastrointest Endosc.
7926528 DOI:

hemorrhoids.
403-10. PMID:
5107(94)70201-2

1994; 40(4):
10.1016/s0016-

Izadpanah A. Treatment of internal hemorrhoids
utilizing direct current electricity. Med ] Islamic
Republic Iran. 1998; 11(4):311-4.

Hussain JN. Haemorrhoids: essentials of clinical
management. Aust Fam Phisician. 2001; 30(1):29-35.
PMID: 11211709

Greenberg R, Karin E, Avital S, Skornick Y, Werbin N.
First 100 cases with Doppler-guided hemorrhoidal
artery ligation. Dis Colon Rectum. 2006; 49(4):485-9.
PMID: 16435166 DOI: 10.1007/s10350-005-0281-8

Scheyer M, Antonietti E, Rollinger G, Mall H, Arnold S.
Doppler-guided hemorrhoidal artery ligation. Am ]
Surg. 2006; 191(1):89-93. PMID: 16399113 DOL
10.1016/j.amjsurg.2005.10.007

Ramirez JM, Aguilella V, Elia M, Gracia JA, Martinez M.
Doppler-guided hemorrhoidal artery ligation in the
management of symptomatic hemorrhoids. Rev Esp
Enferm Dig. 2005; 97(2):97-103. PMID: 15801885
DOI: 10.4321/s1130-01082005000200004

Charua Guindic L, Fonseca Munoz E, Garcia Perez NJ,
Osorio Hernandez RM, Navarrete Cruces T, Avendano
Espinosa O, et al. Hemorrhoidal desarterialization
guided by Doppler. A surgical alternative in
hemorrhoidal disease management. Rev Gastroenterol
Mex. 2004; 69(2):83-7. PMID: 15757156


http://jsurgery.bums.ac.ir/article-1-188-en.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.32592/Jsurgery.2019.7.4.102
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/340998727

