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Abstract

Intraperitoneal cesarean section (TCS) and extraperitoneal cesarean section (ECS) are two primary
surgical approaches for cesarean delivery. With the adjustment of fertility policies and the increas-
ing rate of repeat pregnancies, the short- and long-term outcomes of different cesarean techniques
need to be reassessed. Existing studies have mostly focused on the short-term outcomes of TCS ver-
sus ECS, but there is a lack of long-term outcome comparisons in the context of women with future
fertility needs. This study systematically compares the short-term outcomes (gastrointestinal func-
tion recovery, length of hospital stay, surgical complications) and long-term value (degree of intra-
abdominal adhesions, difficulty of repeat cesarean section, risk of surgical injury, and long-term
psychological impact on the mother) between the two techniques, aiming to reevaluate their rela-
tive advantages and disadvantages in both short- and long-term outcomes, and to provide evidence-
based guidance for individualized surgical decision-making.
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BB PR Z S HA L R SRS WAL, B IRE AR B FRICTF ARG R~ 10 R R
[1]. HEl, BENHE - EEREEE, W R, BONIRK i) 2 N RIARZ  BERE AN E = )ik
AN S PR R A BR AR [ 2] R 93D BN 40, AL DR FL ) R A, I R S FH AR SR BR o

AR, MEER SRR S A E FBUR AR, HpZRE2 R)FIE - G R, R
HMEVE AR O EE R, AR AR 2k B AR T R I ARE . (k= i P R [3], BN ™ Rl
PRICTE R B 0 5, Sk FER, i BE & bRl (enhanced recovery after surgery, ERAS)FH & 78 7= R F ATk 1 #E
I7 AT ARG KR B4 T 5 S BER [4]-[8]. fEIX—T5 50T, &R a2 M I A5 B = 4 220K
CHSERE. TR RS AT, — AN OCHE I R KA. ECS BRI ST, A LIz
BTN E P AR S5 RS 2 B LA 2 AR P . R JE B EIn L 5, bk
T ECS X %85 1o fiff351 445 40 P 5038 2 15 2 R M) PG ' 77 PRI 32 4 B 2 S IO A 4 UGy o i b, AR
FRIE AT Ae I 18 M 2 PR AR AT AR5 £E R R S FE e = 4 1Rt 3000 B, E— 2B S e 22 0 1 P AR R,
HIX—4EE RN TCS 5 ECS LR R . ARG TCS 5 ECS MR 7, Lo —# 1k
Wgs /(B mThaetk 2 AERE T FARIFRIES) S M (IR RERE . BRI s = =
WML, SEAFEEHE I MR RGBS AR

2. iIfAE R/
2.1. FAREESHK)LEHHER

KT FARISE] LA, JE 2R [91%F 572 I E I A 1) = 7 5 428 il i 41 5 7™ 1 [l B 1 43 At 2.7, TCS
TR H(31.2 £ 4.4) min, ECS 415(34.7 £5.4) min, W% F LS5 X (P >0.05). [, JiaM
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E[10] MR T 5 Rt 7R ECS HF RIS E 5 TCS HIEHH &2 5 .

5 )L i [R] 75 T, Dimassi S [11] I RTREVEREHLAT RBF 7E(RCT, FEHESE4L Ib) 2R, ECS 4G )L%
HiR [E](33.1 min) K TCS 44(25.8 min) (P <0.05). {HAE#FVEERIA4E, PZHH4 )L 5min Apgar ¥4 TG i 3%
Z5(P>0.05), A ECS MR LIS Hh AR FF A A2 LGS R A A R EgT . Baci¢ B [12]. Ji £8[13] (1
PEBNFUBEFE, UEHESE 1) I T2 [RIREUE S i AR =08 42 )L Apgar P43 6 . 35 7 7

ECS 41fif )L i K+ TCS 4, FERKH ECS HELn B, RETE FB, BIESR
FEXT 2% s (APLRAE ) LS R TE R 2 5 . TEIRIRSER, X TG LEHE & S 2l B s ) LSS, TCS 1)
PAENEIEARN, HEAER R Bm s, o] S CRER A L2 4.

2.2. RighEHER

ARIGRE RN AR LR T, FEOEE IR B E. LR IR KL

22.1. BlaThEERE

ECS Xt B Ih e sz mi g, & i R E MR A2 — IRV, ECS AR5 15 IHES I 7] 4(8.56
+0.99)h, TCS 41 °5(12.76 +£2.05) h (P <0.001). Bhargava [14]FIWF 7 [RIFEIESE, FEIEAMEVEXT T B I IhfaE
(RIFEIE /N, B i P A )4 T B AR 94 E . Khoiwal 25[15](% RCT WiEsE, MEREAN S E 7 A 5 HES
()25 40 T HERE N 5 B 7= . 2000 ERAS MHSCHFFUIESE, P B H S48 T I BRI B v] i3t — 25 ik idk
BWaDisek s, 4Bt [a[16]-[20].

BRI — SRR ET TCS THTFFIEME, ME M B Ab A BT S i 2EKE Y, "Il RIE
Jis 98 S N T ECS ANiERG R, BT FRRIE, RIS TR I EEE T 2]

2.2.2. {EBATIE

A 7 BF ) 2 A7 B A i P A 3 P R R B2 R R I 2R B 4B bR« 2 T F 3 i ECS A AR Bt ik (] J
F TCS 4. HHN—Ti Meta 4Hiim, ECS AfEFilflalE TCS 4455 2.29 d (MD = —2.29, 95%CI:
—2.69~-1.89, P < 0.0001). — %%} ERAS fE&IE =S H 1) RCT ) Mate 73 AT (UEHE 552 1a) tilE Sk,
ERAS P 1% ] {2 45 45 3 Be i (7] [22]

ECS A{ERii M 5 HAE BmahaemE o, e, Rk, JFREDERREDMK. HE
HREAE, BN ECS dABL HAGKT B PR RIER 2~3 d, XA A5 E N AR I, IR
F L Ja B K [23]

223. RERESHER

RIEHRFERG 24 h 2 7d W 2 IRAESARIR > 38°C) & WA J5 B XK i B B br. E A &
/N ECS ARG HF R EACT TCS 4, ECS AARFMIRIEEMET TCS 4H. Bebincy 5[24]1) RCT (iE4fE
S D) FIFEUESE, ECS 4HARJE A4 iH Tt i i B 3 /T TCS 4. A5t iR ECS V) &gk
KT — a2 50T TCS 4.

ECS B A 5 G RS = B R F AR BRAEA NG, 80 7 2FK LIRS I A SR e P o 7E IS i
WAL — BUATHE PERA SR IR S5 2 Nb)4R HH, ST =R K. BRI RS R g & far=1d, ECS BA
AR P S AN B [25]

23 HREBESHEEER
AR PR A MR 0 T ) S BRUIRAS B B B I o 2 S BRDIR A A 5 7 R R A e (1) L T
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53261, AFEIARZA S 5] H AR AR

Dimassi %5 [ BTHE TR BEAT 7T 2R, ECS 4R 5147/ 17> (postoperative mean pain score, PMPS)
9 1.87 4y, EALT TCS 4411 2.93 43(P<0.001). ARJ5 6h, ECS HHELEIMIZPIVF5r (PAMS)# TCS
ZH BR#A% 33% (P < 0.001). FESEJRZ59048 I J51H, Wolder Z5[27] (IR HEMERT 7t GEFE 5% 1Ib)&Eo~, ECS 4
SR 25245 W15 FH 2(56.7%) i 2 (K T TCS 41(80.6%) (P =0.036). Khoiwal Z5[{#ff 7T thiF sz, ECS ARG
6 h. 12 h. 18 h IR FEALLIE S (visual analogue scale, VAS) 1432 5 3E % T TCS 413 P < 0.05). 4k
WFFLRIFAIESE ECS AR J5 FAREALIRFLE B E(RT TCS 4H[28], H. AR b 48 F808 25 Ak v JS B 2
(7 R B /b PRI S B A A 2 A U SRS TR L [29], 2 BRI A 2 259, REREA &K
LR, DURER 3 D3/ B Fr R 2451 F & SR SR AN RS2 [30]-[32] -

ECS ARG R EE i T H A, 8% T M B s A MR, ECS R
T ETR SR A, g DB SR G . IR SRR RS, IX 5 ERAS SR 1 2B BT
FRZ) HE R E AR E .

2.4, Repin

AR e A PR R LR RE 2 —, T R KRR A A e AN RV T R R R 2 I
Feie s AR —5.

HWF TSR, ECS A F i F4s TCS 4Hys/> 56.31 ml (MD = —56.31, 95%Cl: —75.19~—37.43, P <
0.0001). #AT, J& & A7 7 P9 2H H If G 2 3 22 5 (210.0 ml vs 208.0 ml, P > 0.05), Senturk £§[33]1#]
ATRE PERE 70 SR S5 42 1b) L Bon A 12 72 e e Guit 5 o

F Al & & RCT U4 i fr) T~ P9 20t & T IR 2 2% 22 5%, ECS At L 77 1AL T TCS.

NORELAE BRI BE i, PIMARKMFEY DA T FE TR, FEILMEEREAME, K -
F s B 22 S AT B 3 R A — B IR R AT e S (1) BRSNS RN, an i s = i AT EAR b o) B
Wi FEURMIN L, 2) HMEMETVEESR, BPE. REE. BINEETEAR, SBCGHMETTHH
ZSp: (3) RFLL, ECS ¥ MR, NRLHE 7 BEE A, MRS, 1T Res InH S5
HifiL

25. IRRBERASLZFESHT

BT 2 F A PPAl AR 50 AR R B AR b . H AT B LU R AR X3 B (Mt e e, (R R
W R E . R 24 T R S R 4 e Bk

CEBF T BN, ECS AEFER 4E%E 2.29 d, %R E A LERCFAER R AME, T E BT
PEUEZ) 2000~4000 JC/f. B4k, Khoiwal 251 RCT S, ECS 2tk 248 I 1] 47 #6(33.53 h vs 47.65 h,
P<0.001), BRAYIFTRRILD, XL T] B EAELYT A . Wolder S5 7ot R B, ECS H 50T 2
2y FH PR, DD T 259 % . Shao ZE[34] [35]MURF 7T R I, ERAS H & #4546 £ Bh [a] . b
BRI, M PEARAERE P . ERAS HELE S 7 i (1R [RFE B UIE 52 ] PR AR IR 7 AR

MBAEZTFFEME, ECS T HHZRHEREEINNA, N REFARERK G, FIBEEK,
{H— B R B8, FLRRAR I & E 2R AN 58 AT 5 st 18] ) 7 o 2 38 1R 48 5P A 2 o
3. mHiE R/
3.1. RIGHHE

RRERTE ARG i H LA IF AORE, AT S B VE R A2 K BT AR TR AERE . ECS
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MERAR bR Uit G R B, RT AR ARG I TE A o

Bacic S5 ) o B L RIF 70 o B2 A F OB R, BTN ECS ISR 8 MR PR DURKIE ;T AT A
TCS BT, 7 12 PIAFAERRIE . X — R ILEAT EE MG S XA XSS TR ek
U, BRPREIERD, TR — T ARIHME EE ARG AR, B AN 5 05 BB e s iE , T AR 8] R 2 4

32. BRAFARMESReMH

FARJEFRE B R R E - PR LS. BESTE. Bt 8 2 BRI ] S8
NS ME . ST 5 N B 7 B i h 5 R A s i fi . BRI b ECS M OR B BB SE A,
Gl PR B T IR KSR, IR £T 4R R IS R ROREEE T 1, AT N IR ARORE “F
7 FAREM.

B ECS A< 5 th ] B Bt e JA LRG3 o 3515 WK ECS AR rp R A= I e 45145 S5 i, P 0 T2 AR e Ak 288 gt 26
ROER AR 2w TN RE. Fik, ECS MERMMAN T EH| E 0 HE,

3.3. FEVIORASHAEXKE

T EBARERIR T B IR IR RE, HRAESFEVINNEEEIMEG. Bt
i ECS 5 TCS A5 T B il R XS 1y s i | 7, X EER N F B R AR R EUE, HmMAR 17
BYIOAGIFLEAR X H—XKAH 75 TR 0. BRSNS 06 T it E £ E 0T
BONBEE, HAZ MR R TSGR EED O, HIe B B TROR @A R R . SR,
WA EEF R ECS BRI, BT EVINERR KA AL, WREEmHEE. 7o,
ECS Xf B FEMZEFEAW TCS oy, Bt EAFEY) ML FEABEBM K. WX —MEEM 5, TCS fER
TEF B U] L & 7 TH AT fe s AL 3 — e,

3.4, iImEALIER 0N

P P H 4 5 R IO B 5 T R Eh[36] [37], 1O BER ZS AU RS W 7 10 ) 1 ARG, 38 5 HPo
T WA LG R BEERSE REEBFIAN C[38]. Schiitze Z5[391MIHFF R, BB ARJE 6 M H, X 48.7%(1)
PR TR A KB T A AR ORI AR, B BT E S R 4 77.7% (P =0.004). iX—RIER, HE~
A B AT RESCARR SRR, TER R AR AR .

BANHATBRZ B L TCS 5 ECS MM AR P2 i DHER SR & fi & RCT, {HA[H#EN: ECS
RIGEIER WEW. FERIED, AT EcE~ e~ M, S PR~ amE[40]. 2R, X
—HEF A EL AR S

FEHATBERT, HX WO PARE FRGE M 00 B OCEIR £, . R, T RE S
BUHABGE R A . — WIS EoR, #IE S 52.6%1 7 I SE e A T M R, 48.7% 5 A ib B
TR, SR A AL A R R A OB QN T — R, WIX M S, AL
IR, AT LR RO B, BT IO RE H k. ECS EARJEIRE s LK
N A e VS SR ARG Y RS LS IR
4. BESRE

ERATBERE ST, AT ZEH LB IR 5 M A s P AR LS 7 S g R . AL
WIRA, BRSNS AR ARG A IR B D RE R . BRI B S T I r] RE A L%, H
TR R, BRI AR K. WK, BN AR R L r b B GE . AR T B TFA,
(B0 H U Y7 B BB AR P DR G v o UE AR AR IE
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FEHETRT T, M SRR AR B, ATRES DL MIRRRIRA K. — SRR AEZR: REESAR
AFEAREAEENTARAER, &P HARACHIRE H#IE, RSB TARNEZER. BhtH
BB U R IR AESE N, XSO & E RO YRGS R, AR R AR TR E . T
BILIEA: AW TAFAE B F IR FEANAS 27 10 DA BRAE M s TR s SOt e R sy, 1 A S AU v 16 61
BRI B S TARA S R FHEIRA R4S R ML G R, MIEENARRCE T 28 HfiRE
e gy FL e Eaob, mTReR & m R RAN CARRXSBEREE” . =, HTFARY
EHOUH ERAS %) NEFERSNEHERAS) M AL R . F I id s, AT 2 iR I (e ik A
Fro A BN A S ERAS T IEIRANE ARSI, 45 R 7 5 L PRl T BT R AEF AR AR .

BUA B2 N IR BE o34, FEESGEILWISE R, BT REE, 45 Al DU 2 A O RTHEVERT 7T,
PRI DL BRI, UMARD™ . B EIREP AL BAGk G REE, TN, SUATHIFM
ERAS 75 %, WUEITA T A M LI RH AR N R E ™ > 100 §1), BES (AR )E R E
PP ER. BUERE BEICRG. OHEIMEER)RIM, FFRED 10 FR KBV T ig R s
bR PSR RS HEAL IR R RS EIRIR R, ARE BAETE > E IR AR IR ME 2 w2k at |, 255
SRR MR R A B B AT M, DR ORTR R (RIS R 22 4
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