WREARILEL®

wcjd@wijgnet.com

AL N EZYE 20145512888; 22(34): 5350-5353
ISSN 1009-3079 (print) ISSN 2219-2859 (online)

e & 2 3 CLINICAL PRACTICE

EREEEBRLESFANREITHEEEEZANAREX
T RA 1 A

X 3, R &

m¥E ok #

Mo ¥ 4 B s
RF A&
Kk, Wz A
AT M i H
A (endoscopic ret-
rograde cholangio-
pancreatography,
ERCP) £ % J% %
PR ELNY
ER, B4
O, BeAkAR X SRR
JE. FE, R T
EL A ERCPE N4
THERE, 3
TR B E g B B
Gibir, SFEAA
Bgay A ROR.

W@ 5 RE

Rt E, 8 FAEE
)T, LB K,
BB

Jaishideng®

X, KB, AT s ERR-ESNA T d A R 473000
XS, BUFEFEEEID, =2 MEBAT BRI S ZBVHR.

fE& R0 LS EBBXINTTN; RMBXSNET; AR
WIZEBXMSREBRIETTN,; BIEDMEDIIMTN, AMEEIE
BXSREE T

ERMEE: XY, BUZEEEEND, 473000, STFREEMIOM LREE312
S, ML EREIMY. g_cliu@126.com

E3)F: 0377-61660103

WASEHE: 2014-08-21 1BOBER: 2014-09-28

ESEHE: 2014-10-16 EZEMREHA: 2014-12-08

Use of nasobiliary tube for
prevention of stone recurrence
after endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography for
common bile duct stones

Chi Liu, Zhan Song

Chi Liu, Zhan Song, Department of General Surgery, Nan-
yang Central Hospital, Nanyang 473000, Henan Province,
China

Correspondence to: Chi Liu, Associate Chief Physician,
Department of General Surgery, Nanyang Central Hospital,
312 Gongnong Road, Nanyang 473000, Henan Province,
China. g_cliu@126.com

Received: 2014-08-21 Revised: 2014-09-28

Accepted: 2014-10-16 Published online: 2014-12-08

Abstract

AIM: To assess the preventive effect of nasobili-
ary tube usage on stone recurrence after endo-
scopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography
(ERCP) for common bile duct stones.

METHODS: Ninety-two patients with common
bile duct stones who underwent ERCP at our
hospital from February 2011 to June 2013 were
randomly divided into two groups: a nasobiliary
tube group and a control group. ERCP compli-
cations and recurrence were compared between
the two groups.

RESULTS: The patient's gender, age, number
of stones, and stone size were not significantly
different between the two group (P > 0.05). The
rates of cholangitis (2.2% vs 6.5%, P < 0.05), pan-
creatitis (6.5% vs 23.9%, P < 0.05), hyperamylas-
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emia (13.0% vs 19.6%, P < 0.05), and recurrence
(10.9% vs 34.8%, P < 0.05) were significantly
lower in the nasobiliary tube group than in the
control group.

CONCLUSION: Nasobiliary tube use can ef-
fectively reduce stone recurrence after ERCP for
common bile duct stones.

© 2014 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights
reserved.
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