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ABSTRACT

Rectus diastasis is characterized by widening and laxity of the linea alba, causing the abdominal content
to bulge. Rectus diastasis is treated either conservatively with physiotherapy, or surgically, surgical treat-
ment showing especially convincing results. The primary aim of this study was to describe surgical techni-
ques used to correct abdominal rectus diastasis. Secondary, we wished to assess postoperative
complications in relation to the various techniques. A systematic scoping review was conducted and
reported according to the PRISMA-ScR statement. PubMed, Embase, and Cochrane Library were searched
systematically. Studies were included if they described a surgical technique used to repair abdominal rec-
tus diastasis, with or without concomitant ventral hernia. Secondary outcomes were recurrence rate and
other complications. A total of 61 studies were included: 46 used an open approach and 15 used a lap-
aroscopic approach for repair of the abdominal rectus diastasis. All the included studies used some sort
of plication, but various technical modifications were used. The most common surgical technique was
classic low abdominoplasty. The plication was done as either a single or a double layer, most commonly
with permanent sutures. There were overall low recurrence rates and other complication rates after both
the open and the laparoscopic techniques. We identified many techniques for repair of abdominal rectus
diastasis. Recurrence rate and other complication rates were in general low. However, there is a lack of
high-level evidence and it is not possible to recommend one method over another. Thus, further random-
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ized controlled trials are needed in this area.

Introduction

Rectus diastasis is a condition in which the rectus abdominis
muscles are separated by an abnormal distance due to widening
of the linea alba. Rectus diastasis can be congenital but is most
commonly acquired due to laxity of the linea alba [1]. The main
risk factors are pregnancy and obesity leading to the two most
common profiles: men with central obesity and small, fit women
who carried a large fetus or twins to term [2]. The incidence in
pregnancy’s third trimester is as high as 66%, and 30-60% have
rectus diastasis postpartum [3,4]. The symptoms and discomforts
associated with rectus diastasis are a debated area [2].
Nevertheless, rectus diastasis may be associated with negative
body image, musculoskeletal pain, and urogynecological symp-
toms [5]. The condition is not to be confused with a hernia, as
the rectus fascia is intact. There are different treatment options
including conservative treatment with physiotherapy, surgical
repair, or both [2]. A systematic review stated that physiotherapy
was unable to reduce the diastasis in a relaxed state, but some
reduction during muscle contraction was described [6]. It seems
like the only convincing results with complete normalization of
the distance between the rectus muscles is seen after surgical
treatment. Various surgical methods are described in the litera-
ture. However, an overview of different surgical techniques
is lacking.

The primary aim of this study was to describe surgical techni-
ques used to correct abdominal rectus diastasis. Secondarily, we

wished to investigate recurrence rates and other postoperative
complications in relation to the different surgical techniques.

Materials and methods

This systematic scoping review was reported according to PRISMA
Extension for Scoping Reviews (PRISMA-ScR) [7]. A protocol was
registered at OSF Home prior to data extraction (DOl 10.17605/
OSF.I0/VNS9B).

The following criteria were used to select studies: patients had
to be >18years old and having had a repair of an abdominal rec-
tus diastasis. Both male and female patients were included.
Abdominal rectus diastasis can occur simultaneously with other
conditions, and these patients were included when describing the
surgical repair techniques but not when assessing other second-
ary outcomes than recurrence rate. The primary outcome was to
describe the different surgical techniques used to correct abdom-
inal rectus diastasis, and this had to be reported for a study to be
included. In terms of mesh use, it is assumed that no mesh is
used, if the study did not mention a mesh. Secondary outcomes
were recurrence rate and other postoperative complications in
relation to the different surgical techniques, but a study could be
included without this information. When assessing recurrence
rates, studies needed to have at least six months of follow up to
be included in this study. There were no formal requirements for
a comparison group. Conference abstracts, systematic reviews,
and narrative reviews were excluded. There were no restrictions
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Table 1. Overview of techniques used for repair of rectus diastasis.

Open

Laparoscopy

Total patients= 2865

Operative information Patients (%)

Total studies = 43*
Studies (%)

Total studies = 15
Studies (%)

Total patients= 666
Patients (%)

Abdominal incision

Reported 2865 (100),

-Low abdominal 2707 (95)
-Other incision 126 (4)
-Combination of the above 32 (1)

Plication—Ilayers

Reported 2318 (81)
-Single 788 (34)
-Double 1530 (66)
-Single or double 0 (0)
-Triple 0 (0)

Plication—material

Reported 2385 (83)
-Permanent 901 (38)
-Slowly absorbable 82 (3)
-Absorbable 688 (29)
-Combination 714 (30)

Plication—technique

Reported 2605 (91)
-Interrupted 494 (19)
-Continuous 1100 (42)
-Combination 1011 (39)

Mesh use

Reported 2865 (100)
-Mesh was used 289 (10)

Mesh with hernia 89 (31)**
Mesh without hernia 168 (58)**

43 (100) NR NR
39
3
1
31(72) 238 (36) 10 (67)
13 96 (40) 5
16 114 (48) 4
2 0 (0) 0
0 28 (12) 1
36 (84) 428 (64) 12 (80)
22 381 (89) n
2 0 (0) 0
5 0(0) 0
7 47 (11) 1
37 (86) 378 (57) 11 (73)
9 50 (13) 2
16 300 (79) 8
12 28 (8) 1
43 (100) 666 (100) 15 (100)
8 (19) 465 (70) 8 (53)
NR 447 (96) NR
NR 18 (4) NR

‘Reported’ is number of patients and studies that reported this parameter of the total number of patients/studies (in italic font). The subdivision
under each headline presents number and per cent that used the technique of the total number of patients/studies that ‘reported’ on

this parameter.
*Number of studies with a unique patient population.

**Number of patients did not correspond to the total count since not all studies specified the number of patients with hernia. NR:

not relevant.

in other study types or number of patients. Studies reported in
English, German, Danish, Swedish, or Norwegian were included.

Systematic searches were conducted in PubMed, Embase, and
Cochrane Library. The search strategy was developed for PubMed
and adapted to the other databases:  ((((((((‘'Rectus
Abdominis'[Mesh]) OR ‘Diastasis, Muscle’[Mesh])) OR ((rectus
diastasis[Text Word] OR diastasis recti[Text Word] OR diastasis rec-
tus abdominis[Text Word] OR abdominal separation[Text Word])))
OR separation recti)) AND ((((‘General Surgery’[Mesh]) OR ‘Surgery,
Plastic'[Mesh])) OR ((surg*[Text Word] OR plication[Text Word] OR
repair[Text Word]))))) OR ((‘Rectus Abdominis/surgery’[Mesh]) OR
‘Diastasis, Muscle/surgery'[Mesh]). The final search was performed
on 4th October 2019 in PubMed, Cochrane and Embase. The
search strategy was developed together with a professional
research librarian.

After retrieving titles and abstracts, Mendeley® was used to
exclude duplicates. Then two reviewers screened title and
abstracts independently, and disagreements were discussed until
consensus was reached. Studies potentially fulfilling the eligibility
criteria were full-text screened in the same way as titles and
abstracts. The literature search was supplemented with relevant
articles from the reference lists of the included studies and from
reviews on the subject, a so-called snowball search.

Data extraction was performed in an Excel® sheet created by
the authors and tested for five studies. Thereafter, data were
extracted twice by one reviewer to the preformed Excel® sheet.
The following variables were extracted: author, study design,
number of patients, age, sex, conditions repaired, duration of
operation, type of repair (open or laparoscopic), details of the
suture technique and material, mesh material and size and

placement, follow up (time, type, and completion), and postopera-
tive complications including recurrence, pain, hematoma, seroma,
and infection. The complications, besides recurrence, were only
considered if they were reported specifically to the rectus diasta-
sis repair and not included if they were reported in relation to a
combined hernia and rectus diastasis procedure.

Results

A study flow chart is illustrated in Figure 1. The systematic search
identified 3323 studies, and a total of 61 studies [8-68] met the
eligibility criteria and were included for this review: eight random-
ized controlled trails (RCTs) [8-15], 23 prospective cohort studies
[16-30,54-61], 20 retrospective cohort studies [31-47,62-64], one
case-control study [48], and nine case reports [49-53,65-68].
Study characteristics are presented in eTable 1. The total study
population consisted of 3531 patients, ranging from 1 to 673 in
the individual studies. All included patients had abdominal rectus
diastasis, and 17 studies included patients with a midline ventral
hernia as well [22,23,30,31,37,41,47,48,52,54,55,58-61,63,65,671.
Open surgical techniques are presented in eTable 2 and laparo-
scopic techniques are presented in eTable 3.

The rectus diastasis width was reported in 24 studies
[8,9,12-15,17,19,22,24,26-28,31,38,44,49-51,56,58-60,671]. The
median of the reported means was 2.8cm ranging from 2.1cm'
to 11 cm [56]. Twelve studies used a classification for the diagno-
sis, whereof seven studies [9,13,14,24,25,28,50] used the classifica-
tion by Nahas [69], three studies [29,51,59] used the Beer
classification [70], and one study [44] used the Rath classification
[71]. The diagnostics used was reported in 21 studies. Ten studies
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Figure 1. Flowchart of inclusion and exclusion of studies.

used CT scan [9,12,17,19,31,49-51,56,67], seven studies used ultra-
sound scan [13,26,29,33,44,55,58], two studies used MRI [16,53],
one study used either ultrasound or CT scan [54]. The remaining
studies diagnosed with clinical examination [24,25,27,38,43,45,
47,52,65,66,68]. Further details about diagnostics are presented in
eTable 4.

In general, repairs were initiated with the patient under either
epidural or general anesthesia usually including muscle relaxants.
All techniques included plication of the anterior or the posterior
rectus sheath or both. The surgeons using an open abdomino-
plasty usually plicated the anterior rectus sheath while surgeons
using a laparoscopic approach usually plicated the posterior rec-
tus sheath. The surgical techniques and postoperative complica-
tions are described below.

Open repair

Surgical technique

A total of 46 studies used an open technique to visualize the rec-
tus muscles and the linea alba [8-53]. Table 1 shows an overview
of the used techniques. All but four [22,31,47,52] of the 46 studies
used a classic abdominoplasty approach with a suprapubic trans-
verse incision extended laterally bilateral to the anterior iliac
crests. The remaining four studies used a combination of low
abdominal transverse incision and midline incision [31], a midline
supraumbilical incision [47,52], and a suprapubic incision on the
left side extended 2-3 cm cranially [22]. Three studies consisted of
the same patient population having received the same surgical

'
c
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v
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technique and they are referred to as one study in the following
paragraphs [9-11]. The same applies to two other studies, which
also included the same patient population [17,18].

A total of 31 studies [8,9,12-14,16,17,19,21,24-30,32,35,36,39,
41-48,50-52] reported whether they used a single or double layer
suture: 13 studies used a single layer [8,14,16,21,29,30,32,36,39,42,
44,46,48], 16 studies used a double layer [12,17,19,24-28,35,41,43,
45,47,50-52], and two studies used both types [9,13].

In 36 studies, the suture material was reported [8,9,12-17,
19,20,22,24,25,27-35,37-41,43-47,49-51,53]. Permanent sutures
were used in 22 studies [14-17,19,20,24,28-34,38-40,45,46,
49,50,53], slowly absorbable sutures were used in two studies
[22,43], and five studies used absorbable sutures [35,37,41,44,47].
In three studies that used a double layer technique, one layer was
sutured with an absorbable material and the other layer with a
permanent material [25,27,51]. Four RCTs compared different
types of sutures [8,9,12,13]: absorbable versus permanent sutures,
with no differences in inter-recti distance in the two groups after
six months [8]; absorbable versus slowly absorbable sutures, with
no difference regarding early complications including recurrence
and pain three months postoperatively [9]; absorbable versus
permanent sutures, with no difference in recurrence six months
post-surgery [12]; and three types of permanent sutures, with no
differences in tensile force or recurrence in the three groups after
six months [13].

Suture technique for the plication was reported in 37 studies
[8,9,12-14,16,17,19,21,22,24-36,38-49,51,52]. Interrupted sutures
were used in eight studies [8,21,30-32,34,42,46,49], of which three
used figure-of-eight sutures [31,32,42] and two used mattress


https://doi.org/10.1080/2000656X.2021.1873794

198 M. L. JESSEN ET AL.

sutures [21,30]. Continuous suture was used in 16 studies
[9,16,22,29,33,35-37,39-41,43,44,47,48,52], two of which used hori-
zontal mattress suture [35,52]. In ten of the studies that used a
double layer technique, one layer was done with interrupted
sutures and one with a continuous layer of sutures
[12,17,19,24-28,45,51]. Two RCTs compared different types of
suturing techniques [13,14]: one study compared a double layer
technique, one interrupted layer and one continuous layer, with
two groups plicated with continuous sutures and found no differ-
ences regarding tensile force and recurrence [13]; and the other
study compared triangular mattress sutures with continuous
sutures but did not report on postoperative complications [14].

In the 46 studies that used an open technique for the rectus
diastasis repair, nine studies included patients with ventral hernias
as well [22,23,30,31,37,41,47,48,52]. Mesh reinforcement in add-
iton to the plication was used in eight of the studies
[9,22,23,30,31,38,47,53], and mesh details are listed in eTable 2.

The procedure was typically completed with the placement of
a suction drain and then closure of the skin. The mean or median
duration of the procedure was reported in five studies
[13,22,25,31,47], and the median value of these was 2.23 h ranging
from 1.32 to 3.20 h.

Postoperative complications

Recurrence rate was reported in 18 studies
[8,9,12,13,16,18,19,29,31,33,37-39,41,43,44,49,50], and it was over-
all very low with 14 studies reporting a 0% recurrence rate
[8,12,16,18,19,29,31,37-39,41,43,49,50]. The remaining four studies
reported recurrence rates between 4% and 40% [9,13,33,44]. Of
the two RCTs [9,13] and one retrospective study [33] that com-
pared groups with different plication techniques and reported
recurrences above zero, none of the differences in recurrence
rates were statistically significant. The overall completion of follow
up was high, and the median of the mean/median follow up
times was 20 months, ranging from six months to 64 months.
Details about follow up time and type of assessment are listed in
eTable 1.

Postoperative pain  was reported in eight studies
[10,12,13,17,34,38,39,53]. Even though pain prevalence in general
was low after open repairs, the method of assessment was het-
erogeneous and of poor quality. Two studies reported 0% postop-
erative pain after 6 months [17] and 15months [33] without
specifying their method of assessment [17,33]. Four studies
reported ‘no other complications except the mentioned’ but did
not specify if these statements included pain [12,39,50,53]. One
study reported that patients only took common painkillers and
non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs in the first week, but did
not specifically assess pain [13]. One study assessed pain before
and one year after surgery by the validated Ventral Hernia Pain
Questionnaire and showed a significant improvement in several
of the pain parameters after surgery [10]. Another study assessed
pain during clinical examination and 17% (1 patient) reported
‘occasional left upper quadrant abdominal pain’ and 17%
(1 patient) reported ‘lower left rectus ache’ [38].

Regarding other complications, ten studies reported hematoma
rates, which ranged from 0% to 7% with a median of 0%
[9,17,19,22,25,30,34,38,43,46]. Seroma incidence was reported in
15 studies [9,12,17,19,22,25,30,34,36,38,41-45], and it ranged from
0% to 30% with a median of 6.3%. Local infection rates were
reported in 14 studies [9,17,19,22,25,30,34,36,38,41-44,46], and it
was between 0% and 18% with a median of 0%. Additionally, one
study reported hematoma and seroma rates together, and it was
10% [37].

Laparoscopic repair

Surgical technique

A total of 15 studies [54-68] used a laparoscopic approach to
repair the abdominal rectus diastasis. Table 1 shows an overview
of the used techniques. The trocars were placed suprapubicly and
at the umbilicus in five studies [57,62,64-66], suprapubicly and in
both iliac fossae in six studies [55, 58-60,67,68], periumbilically in
one study [63], caudally to the xiphoid process and in the upper
left and right quadrants in one study [56], in the left upper, mid-
dle, and lower abdomen in one study [54], and above a hernia
defect and laterally in both sides, 1cm lateral of rectus muscles,
in one study [61]. Four patients (8%) in one study were operated
on with robot assistence [59].

The number of plication layers that had been used was
reported in ten studies [54-57,62,64-68]: single-layer was used in
five studies [54,56,57,65,68], double-layer was used in four stud-
ies [55,62,66,67], and one study used a triple-layer plication
technique [64].

Twelve studies [54-58,62—68] reported which suture material
had been used, and all of these twelve studies used permanent
sutures, except from a proportion in one study where absorbable
suture was used [58].

The suturing technique was available in eleven studies
[54-57,62-68]. In eight studies [54,55,62,63,65-68], a continuous
suture was used, two of which used horizontal mattress suture
[54,68]. In two studies, an interrupted suture technique was used
[56,57] and in the last study, a triple-layer repair was used with
two layers being interrupted and one layer continuous [64].

Of the 15 studies that used a laparoscopic approach for the
rectus diastasis repair, nine studies included patients with ventral
hernias as well [54,55,58-61,63,65,67]. A mesh was used for the
repair in eight studies [55,56,58-61,63,67], and the details about
the mesh placement and material is presented in eTable 2. The
mean or median duration of the procedure was reported in six
studies [54-56,59,61-63] and the median value of these was
1.65 h ranging from 1.38 to 2.17 h.

Postoperative complications

Recurrence rates was reported in eight studies [54-59,63,66], with
seven studies reporting a 0% recurrence rate [54-58,63,66], the
eighth study reporting a 2% recurrence rate [59]. The median of
the mean/median follow up times was 12 months, ranging from
8 months to 48 months. The overall follow up completion rate was
high; however, two studies followed an unknown number of
patients for only a few months [54,63].

Postoperative pain was not reported in any of the studies, nei-
ther acute nor chronic pain. The incidence of hematoma was
reported in four studies with a hematoma rate of 0%
[57,59,62,66]. The same four studies reported a seroma rate of 3%,
16%, 25%, and 27% respectively [57,59,62,66]. Infection rate was
reported in three studies and was 0%, 2%, and 25% [57,59,66].

Discussion

This systematic review provides an overview of surgical techni-
ques used to repair rectus diastasis and postoperative complica-
tions in relation to the surgical technique. The most common
repair was by the classic open low abdominoplasty with a trans-
verse incision. Laparoscopic techniques were also used, and one
study reported using robot-assisted laparoscopic repair in 8% of
the patients. All repairs included a plication of the rectus sheath.
In the open repairs, plication of the anterior rectus sheath was
performed as either single- or double-layer and with either
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permanent, slowly absorbable, or absorbable suture, with perman-
ent suture being the most common. The RCTs comparing differ-
ent open techniques showed no differences in complication or
recurrence rates. In general, the studies on open repairs reported
low recurrence and complication rates after all techniques. During
the laparoscopic repairs, permanent sutures were used in all
included studies. Recurrence rate was 0% in all identified studies
but one, where it was 2%, and other complication rates were low.

The strength of this study was the systematic search in several
databases and the use of snowballing to identify relevant data.
PRISMA-ScR was followed, making the reporting transparent, and
the review was registered at a public database. In addition, the
completion of follow up was high and the length of the follow
up was long enough for us to comment on the secondary out-
comes. A limitation of this study includes a risk of language bias
since there may have been studies in other languages that we
did not identify with our search. As many of the included studies
were not blinded RCTs with control groups, there is risk of per-
formance bias and detection bias. Furthermore, there is a high
risk of detection bias regarding the assessment of pain since only
one study used a validated pain questionnaire. The diagnostic
process was in general poorly reported and only few studies used
a classification system. In addition, some variables such as other
complications and plication details were poorly assessed or
reported and with great variation between studies. We chose not
to include more details about suture types other than absorbable,
slowly absorbable, or permanent in order to keep the results sec-
tion as homogenous as possible. Studies have described possible
advantages of, e.g. barbed suture for plication [13,35,43,54], and
our simplification of only dividing sutures into three groups may
be a limitation as well.

In conclusion, many different techniques can be used in the
correction of abdominal rectus diastasis. In the current literature,
no evidence suggests that one technique is superior to another.
Therefore, the choice of surgical approach may rely on the sur-
geon’s expertise and preference, which can be influenced by fac-
tors such as the presence of loose abdominal skin and a
concomitant hernia. There might be a higher risk of recurrence
with the use of absorbable sutures, and this needs to be exam-
ined further. In general, more research needs to be conducted
since the included studies often consisted of a very limited num-
ber of patients, and especially well designed RCTs with validated
assessments of outcomes are lacking. The current literature indi-
cates that surgical correction is a safe and effective treatment for
symptomatic rectus diastasis.

Disclosure statement

MJ and SO report no potential conflicts of interest. JR received
personal fee from MDS, outside the submitted work.

ORCID

Majken Lyhne Jessen
Jacob Rosenberg

http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0763-1898
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0063-1086

References

[11  Brauman D. Diastasis recti: clinical anatomy. Plast Reconstr
Surg. 2008;122(5):1564-1569.

[2]1 Nahabedian M, Brooks DC. Rectus abdominis diastasis —
UpToDate. 2018; [cited 2018 Oct 22]. Available from:
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/rectus-abdominis-diast

(3]

(4]

(o]

(11l

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

JOURNAL OF PLASTIC SURGERY AND HAND SURGERY @ 199

asis/print?search=rectus. abdominis  diastasis&source =
search_result&selectedTitle = 1~ 16&usage_type = default
&display_rank = 1

Spitznagle TM, Leong FC, Van Dillen LR. Prevalence of dia-
stasis recti abdominis in a urogynecological patient popula-
tion. Int Urogynecol J Pelvic Floor Dysfunct. 2007;18(3):
321-328.

Sperstad JB, Tennfjord MK, Hilde G, et al. Diastasis recti
abdominis during pregnancy and 12 months after child-
birth: prevalence, risk factors and report of lumbopelvic
pain. Br J Sports Med. 2016;50(17):1092-1096.

Keshwani N, Mathur S, McLean L. Relationship between
interrectus distance and symptom severity in women with
diastasis recti abdominis in the early postpartum period.
Phys Ther. 2018;98(3):182-190.

Mommers EHH, Ponten JEH, Al Omar AK, et al. The general
surgeon’s perspective of rectus diastasis. A systematic
review of treatment options. Surg Endosc. 2017;31(12):
4934-4949.

Tricco AC, Lillie E, Zarin W, et al. PRISMA extension for
scoping reviews (PRISMA-ScR): checklist and explanation.
Ann Intern Med. 2018;169(7):467-473.

Birdsell DC, Gavelin GE, Kemsley GM, et al. ‘Staying power’
- absorbable vs. nonabsorbable. Plast Reconstr Surg. 1981;
68(5):742-745.

Emanuelsson P, Gunnarsson U, Strigard K, et al. Early com-
plications, pain, and quality of life after reconstructive sur-
gery for abdominal rectus muscle diastasis: a 3-month
follow-up. J Plast Reconstr Aesthet Surg. 2014;67(8):
1082-1088.

Emanuelsson P, Gunnarsson U, Dahlstrand U, et al.
Operative correction of abdominal rectus diastasis (ARD)
reduces pain and improves abdominal wall muscle
strength: a randomized, prospective trial comparing retro-
muscular mesh repair to double-row, self-retaining sutures.
Surgery. 2016;160(5):1367-1375.

Emanuelsson P, Dahlstrand U, Stromsten U, et al. Analysis
of the abdominal musculo-aponeurotic anatomy in rectus
diastasis: comparison of CT scanning and preoperative clin-
ical assessment with direct measurement intraoperatively.
Hernia. 2014;18(4):465-471.

Nahas FX, Augusto SM, Ghelfond C. Nylon versus polydiox-
anone in the correction of rectus diastasis. Plast Reconstr
Surg. 2001;107(3):700-706.

Gama LJM, Barbosa MVJ, Czapkowski A, et al. Single-layer
plication for repair of diastasis recti: the most rapid and
efficient technique. Aesthetic Surg J. 2017;37:698-705.
Verissimo P, Nahas FX, Barbosa MVJ, et al. Is it possible to
repair diastasis recti and shorten the aponeurosis at the
same time? Aesth Plast Surg. 2014;38(2):379-386.
Wilhelmsson S, Fagevik Olsen M, Staalesen T, et al.
Abdominal plasty with and without plication-effects on
trunk muscles, lung function, and self-rated physical func-
tion. J Plast Surg Hand Surg. 2017;51(3):199-204.

Elkhatib H, Buddhavarapu SR, Henna H, et al. Abdominal
musculoaponeuretic system: Magnetic resonance imaging
evaluation before and after vertical plication of rectus
muscle diastasis in conjunction with lipoabdominoplasty.
Plast Reconstr Surg. 2011;128:733-740.

Nahas FX, Ferreira LM, Augusto SM, et al. Long-term fol-
low-up of correction of rectus diastasis. Plast Reconstr
Surg. 2005;115(6):1736-1741.


https://www.uptodate.com/contents/rectus-abdominis-diastasis/print?search=rectus
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/rectus-abdominis-diastasis/print?search=rectus

200 M. L. JESSEN ET AL.

18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

311

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

Nahas FX, Ferreira LM, Ely PB, et al. Rectus diastasis cor-
rected with absorbable suture: a long-term evaluation.
Aesthetic Plast Surg. 2011;35(1):43-48.

Nahas FX, Augusto SM, Ghelfond C. Should diastasis recti
be corrected? Aesthetic Plast Surg. 1997;21(4):285-289.

Fels KW, Cunha MS, Sturtz GP, et al. Evaluation of cutane-
ous abdominal wall sensibility after abdominoplasty. Aesth
Plast Surg. 2005;29(2):78-82.

Ferreira LM, Castilho HT, Hochberg J, et al. Triangular mat-
tress suture in abdominal diastasis to prevent epigastric
bulging. Ann Plast Surg. 2001;46(2):130-134.

Kohler G, Fischer |, Kaltenbock R, et al. Minimal invasive
linea alba reconstruction for the treatment of umbilical and
epigastric hernias with coexisting rectus abdominis diasta-
sis. J Laparoendosc Adv Surg Tech A. 2018;28(10):
1223-1228.

Dessy LA, Mazzocchi M, Fallico N, et al. Association
between abdominal separation and inguinal or crural her-
nias: our experience and surgical indications. J Plast Surg
Hand Surg. 2013;47(3):209-212.

Rodrigues MA, Nahas FX, Reis RP, et al. Does diastasis
width influence the variation of the intra-abdominal pres-
sure after correction of rectus diastasis? Aesthet Surg J.
2015;35(5):583-588.

Temel M, Turkmen A, Berberoglu O, et al. Improvements in
vertebral-column angles and psychological metrics after
abdominoplasty with rectus plication. Aesthet Surg J. 2016;
36(5):577-587.

Mendes D de A, Nahas FX, Veiga DF, et al. Ultrasonography
for measuring rectus abdominis muscles diastasis. Acta Cir
Bras. 2007;22(3):182-186.

Ranney B. Diastasis recti and umbilical hernia causes, rec-
ognition and repair. S D J Med. 1990;43(10):5-8.

Rodrigues MA, Nahas FX, Gomes HC, et al. Ventilatory func-
tion and intra-abdominal pressure in patients who under-
went abdominoplasty with plication of the external
oblique aponeurosis. Aesthetic Plast Surg. 2013;37(5):
993-999.

Tadiparthi S, Shokrollahi K, Doyle GS, et al. Rectus sheath
plication in abdominoplasty: Assessment of its longevity
and a review of the literature. J Plast Reconstr Aesthet
Surg. 2012;65(3):328-332.

Mayer HF, Loustau HD. The suprapubic dermoadipose flap
for aesthetic reshaping of the postpregnancy abdomen.
Aesthet Surg J. 2018;38(6):343-635.

Cheesborough JE, Dumanian GA, Quilichini J, et al
Simultaneous prosthetic mesh abdominal wall reconstruc-
tion with abdominoplasty for ventral hernia and severe rec-
tus diastasis repairs. Plast Reconstr Surg. 2016;137:254-255.
Colwell AS, Kpodzo D, Gallico GG. 3rd Low scar abdomino-
plasty with inferior positioning of the umbilicus. Ann Plast
Surg. 2010;64:639-644.

de Castro EJP, Radwanski HN, Pitanguy |, et al. Long-term
ultrasonographic evaluation of midline aponeurotic plica-
tion during abdominoplasty. Plast Reconstr Surg. 2013;
132(2):333-338.

Pollock H, Pollock T. Progressive tension sutures: A tech-
nique to reduce local complications in abdominoplasty.
Plast Reconstr Surg. 2000;105(7):2583-2586.

Isaac KV, Lista F, Mclsaac MP, et al. Drainless abdomino-
plasty using barbed progressive tension sutures. Aesthet
Surg J. 2017;37(4):428-439.

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

Kim J-K, Jang J-Y, Hong YG, et al. Deep-plane lipoabdomi-
noplasty in East Asians. Arch Plast Surg. 2016;43(4):
352-359.

Kulhanek J, Mestak O. Treatment of umbilical hernia and
recti muscles diastasis without a periumbilical incision.
Hernia. 2013;17(4):527-530.

Lincenberg SM. The retro-rectus prosthesis for core myofas-
cial restoration in cosmetic abdominoplasty. Aesthet Surg
J. 2017;37(8):930-938.

Asaadi M, Haramis HT. A simple technique for repair of rec-
tus sheath defects. Ann Plast Surg. 1994;32(1):107-1009.
Yousif NJ, Lifchez SD, Nguyen HH. Transverse rectus sheath
plication in abdominoplasty. Plast Reconstr Surg. 2004;
114(3):778-784.

O'Connell JB. The bidirectional, absorbable, no-drain
abdominoplasty. Aesth Plast Surg. 2018;42(1):23-31.
Ramirez OM. Abdominoplasty and abdominal wall rehabili-
tation: a comprehensive approach. Plast Reconstr Surg.
2000;105(1):425-435.

Rosen A, Hartman T. Repair of the midline fascial defect in
abdominoplasty with long-acting barbed and smooth
absorbable sutures. Aesthet Surg J. 2011;31(6):668-673.

van Uchelen JH, Kon M, Werker PM. The long-term durabil-
ity of plication of the anterior rectus sheath assessed by
ultrasonography.  Plast Reconstr Surg. 2001;107(6):
1578-1584.

Saltz R. Two position comprehensive approach to abdomi-
noplasty. Clin Plast Surg. 2014;41(4):681-704.

Wood RW. Abdominoplasty: agony and ecstasy. Aesthetic
Plast Surg. 1985;9(1):51-56.

Matei O-A, Runkel N. A novel technique of midline mesh
repair for umbilical hernia associated with diastasis recti.
Surg Technol Int. 2014;24:183-187.

Mestak O, Kullac R, Mestak J, et al. Evaluation of the long-
term stability of sheath plication using absorbable sutures
in 51 patients with diastasis of the recti muscles: an ultra-
sonographic study. Plast Reconstr Surg. 2012;130:714-719.
Nahas FX, Ferreira LM, Mendes J de A. An efficient way to
correct recurrent rectus diastasis. Aesthetic Plast Surg.
2004;28(4):189-196.

Nahas FX. Pregnancy after abdominoplasty. Aesthetic Plast
Surg. 2002;26(4):284-286.

Gallus KM, Golberg KF, Field R. Functional improvement
following diastasis rectus abdominus repair in an active
duty navy female. Mil Med. 2016;181(8):e952-e954.

Lucon M, lanhez LE, Lucon AM, et al. Bilateral nephrectomy
of huge polycystic kidneys associated with a rectus abdom-
inis diastasis and umbilical hernia. Clinics. 2006;61(6):
529-534.

Uzair S, Babar Z, Sutton PA. Tissue regeneration mesh
reinforcement during abdominoplasty for severe myoapo-
neurotic laxity after pregnancy. BMJ Case Rep. 2013;
2013(jul05 1):bcr2013010306.

Wiessner R, Vorwerk T, Tolla-Jensen C, et al. Continuous
laparoscopic closure of the linea alba with barbed sutures
combined with laparoscopic mesh implantation (IPOM Plus
repair) as a new technique for treatment of abdominal her-
nias. Front Surg. 2017;4:62.

Luque JB, Luque AB, Valdivia J. Totally endoscopic surgery
on diastasis recti associated with midline hernias. The
advantages of a minimally invasive approach. Prospective
cohort study. Hernia. 2015;19:493-501.



[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

Palanivelu C, Rangarajan M, Jategaonkar PA, et al
Laparoscopic repair of diastasis recti using the “Venetian
blinds’ technique of plication with prosthetic reinforce-
ment: a retrospective study’. Hernia. 2009;13(3):287-292.
Dabb RW, Hall WW, Baroody M, et al. Circumferential suc-
tion lipectomy of the trunk with anterior rectus fascia plica-
tion through a periumbilical incision: an alternative to
conventional abdominoplasty. Plast Reconstr Surg. 2004;
113:724-727.

Muas DMJ. Preaponeurotic endoscopic repair (REPA) of dia-
stasis recti associated or not to midline hernias. Surg
Endosc. 2019;33:1777-1782.

Claus CMP, Malcher F, Cavazzola LT, et al. Subcutaneous
onlay laparoscopic approach (SCOLA) for ventral hernia
and rectus abdominis diastasis repair: technical description
and initial results. Arg Bras Cir Dig. 2018;31:€1399.

Barchi LC, Franciss MY, Zilberstein B. Subcutaneus videosur-
gery for abdominal wall defects: a prospective observa-
tional study. J Laparoendosc Adv Surg Tech A. 2019;29(4):
523-530.

Reinpold W, Schroder M, Berger C, et al. MILOS and
EMILOS repair of primary umbilical and epigastric hernias.
Hernia. 2019;23(5):935-944.

Chang C-J. Assessment of videoendoscopy-assisted abdom-
inoplasty for diastasis recti patients. Biomed J. 2013;36(5):
252-256.

Kockerling F, Botsinis MD, Rohde C, et al. Endoscopic-
assisted linea alba reconstruction: new technique for

[64]

[65]

[66]

[67]

[68]

[69]

[70]

[71]

JOURNAL OF PLASTIC SURGERY AND HAND SURGERY @ 201

treatment of symptomatic umbilical, trocar, and/or epigas-
tric hernias with concomitant rectus abdominis diastasis.
Eur Surg. 2017;49(2):71-75.

Correa MA. Videoendoscopic subcutaneous techniques for
aesthetic and reconstructive plastic surgery. Plast Reconstr
Surg. 1995;96:446-453.

Core GB, Mizgala CL, Bowen JC, 3rd, et al. Endoscopic
abdominoplasty with repair of diastasis recti and abdom-
inal wall hernia. Clin Plast Surg. 1995;22(4):707-722.
Lockwood T. Rectus muscle diastasis in males: primary indi-
cation for endoscopically assisted abdominoplasty. Plast
Reconstr Surg. 1998;101(6):1685-1694.

Nardi WS, Busnelli GL, Tchercansky A, et al. Diastasis recti
associated with midline hernias: totally subcutaneous
video-endoscopic repair. J Minim Access Surg. 2018;14(2):
161-163.

Siddiky AH, Kapadia CR. Laparoscopic plication of the linea
alba as a repair for diastasis recti - a mesh free approach. J
Surg Case Rep. 2010;2010(5):3.

Nahas F. An aesthetic classification of the abdomen based
on the myoaponeurotic layer. Plast Reconstr Surg. 2001;
108(6):1787-1795.

Beer G, Schuster A, Seifert B, et al. The normal width of the
linea alba in nulliparous women. Clin Anat. 2009;22(6):
706-711.

Rath A, Attali P, Dumas J, et al. The abdominal linea alba:
an anatomo-radiologic and biomechanical study. Surg
Radiol Anat. 1996;18(4):281-288.



	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results
	Open repair
	Surgical technique
	Postoperative complications

	Laparoscopic repair
	Surgical technique
	Postoperative complications


	Discussion
	Disclosure statement
	Orcid
	References


