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Dear Editor,

With interest, [ have read the article, “comparison of in-
fection incidence between appendectomy skin incisions
sutured by nylon and polyglactin (Vicryl)”, by Golchini et
al. (1). The authors have addressed an important topic re-
garding the use of Vicryl in appendectomy surgeries. Be-
cause it is used in many clinical studies, the safety should
be considered (2, 3). It is very interesting to see that the
effectiveness of this material is the same as nylon.

However, I have several comments and concerns about
the article. First, in the method section of the abstract it
was mentioned, “a total of 130 patients who underwent
appendectomy were divided into two groups of 645
members, each”. This seems to be incorrect and should
be 65 members, as was found in the method section of
the article. In addition, [ have a question about the rea-
sons for not using the monofilament polyglactin (com-
mercially known as Monocryl). Monocryl features all
the advantages of Vicryl, as it is as semi-absorbable as
Vicryl, and in addition has a lower chance of infection
and inflammation (4, 5). Moreover, the authors sug-
gested in the conclusion section of the abstract that,
“Vicryl sutures can safely be used for skin and subcu-
taneous wound suturing even when our surgery site is
not ideally clean.” It seems that this conclusion is not
in accordance with the aim of study, as the cleanliness

of the wound was not tested in this study. Therefore, it
would be better to present a conclusion about the effect
of Vicryl in non-clean appendectomies, rather than stat-
ing general comments. Finally, the sample size seems to
be a major limitation of this study, as the authors con-
sidered.
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