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Absorbable Packing Materials in The Nasal Cavity Following Sinonasal Surgery

Sung Lyong Hong, MD'? and Kyu Sup Cho, MD, PhD'*

'Department of Otorhinolaryngology-Head and Neck Surgery and *Biomedical Research Institute,
Pusan National University Hospital, Busan, Korea

ABSTRACT

Recently, biomaterials for spacers following sinus surgery have been extensively researched. Such materials
may reduce the incidence of early postoperative bleeding and formation of synechiae, and possibly promote mu-
cosal healing. The aims of this study are to review recent advances in absorbent packing materials for the nasal
cavity and to differentiate their effects on hemostasis, wound healing and prevention of adhesion.
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Table 1. Absorbable Biomaterals as Hemostats

Table 1] g2kt

1. XEMEMS| 4 HIZ TE
1.1, Polymer 7B A&

Nasopore® (Polyganics Inc.; Groningen, NL) =
C.o4Eal A2 Q) AXZ] R FAEo] Lho L at
A, s, viekdsiee) Eelsae Faold,
Nasopores= &5-0] WA S E-=sto] Flo] FegA ¢F
Qo Ao RN T ZNELI0) AE SAIA7]
AThS S}, A2l olah 4-6Y Hhof] Edlo] B
e AR, A M B W
B =9 7- 140‘”%] ZA5HA QUF Adsge] 9l
A+, Shoman 52 Nasopores= Merocel ©f H|3| &
d QEdeIy A EHTE AR SEeichar B
&AL T2 Z5-2- Nasopore”} Vaceline 7| =4t
Merocel oﬂ u]gH xL EL. I;O]-ZX‘ oﬂ/d ul /\6‘ %ﬁi
W2 el Qloj A g-floll oA| Fretth= SAE A4S
t} ¥ 28y Triamcinolones #4171 Nasopore+=
6%l ol2/1710 ST AHAGE PN 5

o, SHERAAGE 5 2] 8 WA BAske

£

Trade name Composition Hemostasis ~ Stenting of MT Retention time Cost
Polymer-based products
Nasopore Polyurethane ++ +++ 4-6 D WwW
Fibrin-based products
Quixil Human thrombin + fibrinogen ++ + 1-2W WWW
Platelet Gel Fibrin tissue adhesive ++ + - WWW
Gelatin-based products
Gelfoam Porcine skin gelatin ++ ++ 4-6 W W
Cutanplast Porcine skin gelatin +++ + - W
FloSeal Bovine gelatin matrix + thrombin +++ + 6-8 W WW
Collagen-based products
Avitene Bovine microfibriller collagen ++ + 8-12W WWW
Surgiflo Porcine gelatin + human thrombin +++ + 6-8 W WW
Polysaccharide-based
products
Surgicel Oxidized celluose polymer ++ + 1-2W WwW
Sepragel HA + + 7-10D WW
Merogel HA + + 7-10D WW
Sinu-Foam CMC + + 57D WwW
Sinu-Knit CMC + ++ 5-7D WW
Arista MPH +++ + 1-2D WW
PosiSep Chitosan +++ ++ - WW

MT: middle turbinate, HA: hyaluronic acid, CMC: carboxymethylcellulose, MPH: microporous

polysaccharide hemisphere, D : days, W : weeks

W : 0 - 50,000 won, W : 50,000 - 250,000 won, WWW : 250,000 - 1,000,000 won
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1.2, Fibrin 7|8F A&

Fibrin glue(Quixil®, Omrix Co.; Brussels, Belgium)
= ofuj Ak Al BT} AT Q17F thrombin & fibrino—
gen?] gHEgolr) o]= 19440 QIXT T4 o]AlH
= A7) Ellofl A AFEE QAT Quixil 2= 2o
AdrshA FabEw | 71201 A gukE Holil, 7-14
A o] A= 0= thAbEIT), o]i= Meroceloll H]3l| <%
=85 APohz dloll o &Aoo, {2k 94 Blee
Merocel I} H]|5=3F A Lo} 1222729

Platelet Gel(PPAI Medical, Fort Meyers, FL)+=
AL AEE PaEe|sto] dojA|= fibrin glue H2HA]
&, 1990¢t) o] ofe] TLFofA ARElO1A 7] AIALSY
t} o] 1w o] 4TS 3Hestal 9l o, platelet—
derived growth factor % transforming growth
factorg eHolal k= HollA fibrin glue 2F= th2
T}, Promerantz 5 Platelet Gelo] ¢F7Fe] 4ho] 2l &F
& AT = Stk A& AlQJskali= Merocel 2} 2fo]
7 ks & AAISERITE? Platelet Gel& 971 13}
% WollA =71lElo] Hashs, 4lite] 77t
T 2ol A 30 AEof AR A HR
beh, whebA elubAlQl viEals oA Hel AR
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1.3. Gelatin 7|8t &Z
/$E3HE gelatin 7|9 A|FA G2 1945 HE ARG
of grom, 11 A} A 2qto] thetsiet® Gelfoam®
(Pharmacia & Upjohn Company; New York, NY) %
Surgifoam® (Ethicon Inc.; Somerville, NJ) & A%
Sh7) 53 gelatin )4 QojAlE FA, BA84, of
5737, 14 gelatin £~EA|0Je}, Surgiform 2 71
Bt Wk PR AREE 4 Qloh T3S a5
o] A& A= Fddhs el Sl FmolA AT
SHA ¥t ® Gelfoam-> BIZANZ] 9 AlgkA|22H8-
of &gk 4=e elal] 4-65 ol ot Y A-E
A= gelatin 719 g0l Sobed] P4 Y

5
Al Harshal Qlal v tollM= IRA] Al Bl

#& WA 3o gelatin & 7|REOeR® wHEolFlo
Gelfoam 1= gelatin®] W& U cfAlo] tf= A|Eo
2 Cutanplast® (Mascia Brunelli S.p.A.; Milan, Italy)
7} Slet, 1998l w50l A 2001 el gk AloFof #|

A 2A 520 BEe- Cutanplasti=, gelatin®] W54
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A7) Hhags] A-E7F A2 gk )

FloSeal® (Baxter International Inc,: Deerfield, IL)
2. QI7F thrombin I} 4 gelatin 7] &S &§lolo] W=
NEL A8 L gelatin 7|HF AFREC & 2000 0] HE]
of Al&et A|EE Il ARE-E|ojhrt 075 TLeju AR 2]
froll ZfA o &2 Eefal Helvk= TS Uil 9l
FelEHAIE e 20 2 B Hae o8]t Aet
Aol i FofeA] 9 G2k FolsHA B Wol
Hehehal Harskal Qlek, o] FloSeal wAF=0| A%

Aut Y& T o7t 4 d5S dsks 4l o

Sl
oleh= o] ZyE|ct #w

1.4. Collagen 7|8t A=
Avitene® (Davol Inc.; Warwick, RI) &= 49] ujH g
FE Aol w84 collagen ©]t}, Collagen 7|8k
A &A= 1970 ol A5 27H=91o ™, Avitene 4]
Hreke] sotor F2 W FEHl= W 4 Sl 7k
& 2-9H = 7P ol o] §E ANk, FAE e
o FH= = =Agty FdF9lol Avitene FFA|
31 0] FA4T-S collagen BIAAG-
of Zof Aoyt B} T 4 ey I
o v RH]F 425 Fof HIHB] o] &-EojgkoL} o]

O O

[e)
B W 43 YA SUsHs o] ik Bzt 9l

Collagen 7]Hke] t}2 A¥A|& Surgifle® (Ethicon
Inc.; Somerville, NJ) 7} 9l+=t], ©]Z-& 217} thrombin
W = S/ WA gelatino|t}, o= RUMA] HaE
A3} e3fsto] FAP|E Sl o] FoEl= Ao R, B
HE WA Sof] A8 S4Ighctar Harskar 9l
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1.5, Polysaccharide 7[2t ALZ

Surgicel® (Johnson & Johnson Medical; Arlington,
TX) I} 22 Ak} cellulose S5l -¢15H A|E SEH|2
Alees 84 94 F8 242, 59 5ol A4 o
A A Flet, 194970] A5 70 = A, 1963 ol 412
O & Fu| gpolA| A-G= QAL TL o] oLt Bl 4
ol o] BE|QUe} 210 A FARR-0] 72 FH Pt A
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7= Zlolelr] K= o] ‘j“«l =04 718 A gl
ol Zlo g MAzZIEC) W 7 Bt ARRE oF 4l ol s
Shte, Z1ejar 220) Aefol whe Fepd 4= LAk A
7—144 Yol S<Ect 2 51 o qtof A= Surgicel 2] A&
=2o] Vaceline A% 2 Merocel I} E-55Fctal H 15}k
et Tk A AR s ol ol ofA 7] KAl
511 9l A7} S,

Hyaluronic acid(HA) AAl= AAFA 0.2 Ajaze] 714

of| Al WFAE = RS 7153 AT polysaccharide ©|
o} HA= 71 AA| 954 < HHLo] 2H- 7]7}‘0* 4
A k7] 9Pl mAATHS ol B84 o] ez 2
@It} M o]ofl = Sepragel sinus® (Genzyme Co.; Cam—
bridge, MA) 2} Merogel® (Medtronic Inc.; Jackson—
ville, FL) 2] F7}#] Als&o| 9t} Sepragel sinus 7} il
2} A% sulfonated HA AAEFH, Merogele- A& X
Zo] AAtE AE SEjo] HA of A~H 23} f-teAf|o]t),
ol5o] Attt BIZF Weoll solw, Asto] £t 2 e
2 o] Y 285 b E|al S wjrhA] Advt
% /\-1§ v‘i‘_{ﬂ OH—Lr—_‘i_ XT—_Q_E_ o]—]j— lr_X] oF77 LPO]»O]_L_—_ %
2L- 7-104 Hiell ' A4 glo] e Es AlAE
Uk, FH]E A Foll HA AA|S] A& 4k-g-of LH
3 HABE Gt ok 3k Jfyto] 9lom o] ¢LoAl=
Sepragel sinus & AME-RF w2 ARESHA| g kol A A
7R o] A ol QlojAl Atol7) vkl A&
et o] 0] 4] A% ol ofet 0] W
QA W FE Aol Al AR ATES HejFal 9l
E7] Hlo] A Merogel-& o el
upRe-2s ol A= ﬁ@r 8= 7HAAL Qlrkarl K aishar
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40 Sepragel sinus
em%&%‘%wmw%ﬂﬁﬂszEga%%

2|70 gt Aol ofsh Merogel Ag-ell 4] Merocel
ARGl HSl =% 450 9 125 2k skl &40
chan aakgih © et o] H7b ] S el el
O35, Merocel AR oto]| H]3}| Merogel AR&<tol| 4] &
ZF vlzjo]| QlofA] £ 2Jo]E Kol QkQlir) 95050 7
efu q7te] ol it Ajols & walzke] BAHel 3}

o] ko ja} %) A7 Al717} thEoe e 4 9l
< 7o},

Carboxymethylcelluose(CMC, ArthroCare; Sunny—
vale, CA) & 20019 FHEojHon d4am $3S 5

& A& g}, CMCE 2 g (Sinu—Foam®) E

0}0|-

g5 A H|Z THZ XH= / 88

oln
;

= A7 2EY FE(Sinu-—Knit®) = A8E 4 glo
o 5=7 ofe]] Bty HiEe| ok FHls
A7 - CMC ARt mAREHolA] &5 =8,
Apo} HeKRE, A A frol A bk Zfo|7p glrkal K
SFQATt 2290 whepa] Frakgo] MR ] okttt Shel }
CMCE] ARg-o] aj7)& Skl ko vls| "ok 4+o|
c}al 8k 4= 9lt} Z1e]u) triamcinolone2 $¢18k CMC
foam> =% 159} 170 $-9f ehxjo] SA4T} WA 4]
IS FAFAIFATE O
Microporous polysaccharide hemispheres(MPH,
Arista®, Medafor Inc.; Minneapolis, MN) += 7FAR4 &
o gRE FrH AR/ Hse B2, 2005W o] FDA2
gtg: ATk MPH UARS-S 71 A170] 30—100 um %
O 2HE WA FE3H= “BAL Al(sieve) 24
‘:}. o3t 2F-8-2 fibrin -3 9] A& =4
1 k2 A8 101258 = A 71T} 57
MPH+= 24-28A17F o|jof] Fkfo] SHE=RE ¢lo]
Xtk MPHE E7]9] *o}o—}% ghito] 488190 ELH A
et S7FHAY o=
t} 9 MPHE HH]5U /\] A H =
FoJetA Folv, F3k 3“33}3— AAARI A S
Az o] vleko 52 MBI 7|A| Er} 59760
Chitosan 2 77H72] =204 I
polysaccharide®] chitino|gh= 7t|EA 25 e Gy
T} o] A2, THuREE oF Mo A AFA] 252}
A A TS AT 72 S S0 T
£-0] Chitosan gel-> -0 5 WA A4aS Algeh-e- 404
O ghxfoll Al Al&et AJE Bl A WhA]of) =go] = A
O & vl At} @ PosiSep® 2} PosiSepX®2- 20114 o] &
ul=roll A /g-g-2he A chitosan 71‘*«1 Y
7Fsst EAo|tt, PosiSep 2> Thetsh A2 Fejjof A 4F
o ape] Fe s HskES HHE, PosiSepXis 7]
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Gelfilm® (Pharmacia & Upjohn Co.; Kalamazoo,
Michigan)-& 4] 35 gelatin & 2K E] 3531 554
gelatin A|Eo|t}, Gelfilme WolA oSO =& o|Fo]
2 2RIEAY Fo]eof Ahdsto] 72 &4 ZolAl &
o, 12} % Aol A Gelfilmo] &5 So2%) W 92}
PSRN AakE AAEEGITE %)

Steroid—eluting sinus implant(Propel®, Intersect
ENT; Palo Alto, CA)-> Z|<t FDA 5918 o} ARt =
AR, A% FE R o] FolA Sl Al Fs ek SEA
(polylactide—co—glycolide) & ©]Fo]4 2lom 370 ug
©] Momentasone furoate”} WAHElo] 9lo] 30Uef # A
A o= AH ROl EF WEsHA| FLE 0 o] 77|
A & AmE] uhA) 0 2 AApE|o] ZA|E Al U F
HE= 0] Hof ub7] Ht} Propel 7714 752 AHtt
AR FaNE AALE 1A ol s X[ A5k EeA
HE ] A8-E ob7] % 5, 5ol AH 2ol =7F HA
5| WEE RS oz qote ghvh, WY ¢Aqtol 4] HHls
WA ol AR5l Propel @] f-8-/3} QF4/dol| of
3 Za1skRIT}, Propel: &2 THEEE fAlsto] 4
AE Aokl fe AaAIn 9@ 52k 2 Aehe
EE R R

Middle turbinate implant(MTI, ENTrigue Surgical
Inc.; San Antonio, TX) += H|FH]E =& 5 SH|Z7HS]
QEIE WASk= {2 SRIE L™ MTT= HIS
AL SHIINE A Fol IAA R, FSTAL-
lactide—co—glycolide) = F-E] WFHE01%] &=

QEgheoltt 27]0) ApolA 42 lo] Fulkiirt
o =
o

o,
O
-
A
N
N
lo

2] n]=tof| A= FDA ¢lo] UhA] oFohc) ™
ENTact Septal Stapler(ENTrigue Surgical Inc.;
San Antonio, TX) = BS54 A% & HS4HE
7”8 HEAZ]1717] f1eh e AEEYE
et o] B A TS A (L-lactide—co—
glycolide) & FAE|o]Qlom, 3-65 Fof 22 vk
F| sl A ol = s vEol Ak, 3 Aol A BIE
4 AR W= Afol|A] o] S ARESto] H]

% o] glotekar Warsgict. ™ o] 7]7]e] et

S B 1 T ARGl sl
OFA71A of7lo] BHSIY, B £XEo] T4 AH A

SEdEe ARkl Qv FARAL ofH s &l

o et A VAL Qe Al EErsith ey

HIE Gdzoll A S H S AL

A AIAS ARSI A 240) 7| U

?l3 44 Zel) 242h0] 5] hefolrkar Azt
S )7 7o) dhs) QP R QAR T Qs AL
e, 4% 27] F8E Fol3, $2H WA, Aol
W2 A58 Frhs Zlolth, A 9 7% A49) Azt
2 FAlol) AURA A A frolE o] Bz AR A3
AL A 915t 712 ALY ol Washrha
WzkEm, a2l QA ATE Be) olejet BASe)
Ae] FAkE olsfshal £ Bt T Ul A AR
Slat REPS AT 4 A A0 Yot
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