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Abstract

AIM: To compare the clinical effects of laparos-
copy combined with choledochoscopy vs open
surgery for common bile duct stones.

METHODS: Ninety-six patients with common
bile duct stones were divided into either an ex-
periment group (n = 51) or a control group (n =
45). The experiment group was treated by lapa-
roscopy combined with choledochoscopy, and
the control group received open surgery. The
operative parameters, postoperative recovery,
and complications were compared for the two

groups.

RESULTS: Mean operative time for the experi-
ment group was significantly longer than that
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for the control group (126.33 min * 18.42 min vs
91.44 min * 13.08 min, P < 0.05). Mean bleeding
volume for the experiment group was signifi-
cantly less than that for the control group (45.85
mL + 10.66 mL vs 110.22 mL + 44.59 mL, P <
0.05). The number of times of analgesia usage,
time to anal exhaust, and length of stay for the
experiment group were significantly lower than
those for the control group (1.28 + 0.46 vs 1.68 £
0.72,29.88 h+571 hvs40.06 h+11.05h, 7.58 d +
116 d vs 11.07 d £ 1.33 d, P < 0.05). The rates of
postoperative pain and incision infection for the
experiment group were significantly lower than
those for the control group (17.65% vs 84.44%,
0.00% ©vs 13.33%, P < 0.05).

CONCLUSION: Laparoscopy combined with
choledochoscopy has less surgical trauma,
shorter postoperative recovery time, and fewer
complications in patients with common bile duct
stones.

© 2014 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights
reserved.
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