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Abstract

AIM: To compare the clinical efficacy and com-
plications of conventional choledochotomy vs
fiber choledochoscopy in the treatment of biliary
calculi.

METHODS: Ninety patients with biliary calculi
treated at our hospital from January 2008 to June
2013 were included in this study, of whom 40
received conventional choledochotomy (control
group) and 50 received fiber choledochoscopy
(observation group). The clinical efficacy and
postoperative complications were compared be-
tween the two groups.

RESULTS: The surgical procedures were suc-
cessful in all patients of the two groups. The
amount of bleeding, anal exhaust time and
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hospital stay time were significantly lower in
the observation group than in the control group
(123.56 mL + 9.45 mL vs 210.14 mL + 10.26 mL,
29.63h+235hvs46.20h £218 h, 941 d £ 1.17
dvs 1393 d £1.64 d, P < 0.05 for all). The rates
of residual stones and recurrence were also sig-
nificantly lower in the observation group than
in the control group (2.00% vs 17.50%, 2.00% vs
15.00%, P < 0.05 for both).

CONCLUSION: Fiber choledochoscopy has ad-
vantages over conventional choledochotomy in
treating biliary calculi in terms of lower bleed-
ing, postoperative exhaust time, hospitalization
time as well as reduced rates of residual stones
and recurrence.

© 2014 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights
reserved.
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