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Abstract

AIM: To compare the curative effects of a
second laparoscopic surgery with endoscopic
retrograde cholangiopancreatography (ERCP)
in the treatment of recurrence of common bile
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duct stones.

METHODS: A total of 1372 patients who
underwent laparoscopic choledocholithotomy
from 2007 to 2013 at our hospital were
included in this study. Among them, 68 had
recurrent common bile duct stones, of whom
35 underwent a second laparoscopic surgery
and 33 received ERCP. The patients were
observed for their postoperative liver function,
length of hospital stay, and hospitalization
expense, and the complications were also
assessed.

RESULTS: There were no significant
differences between the two groups in liver
function at 2 wk postoperatively (P > 0.05),
hospitalization expenses (t = 1.515, P = 0.135),
operation duration (f = 1.923, P = 0.059) and
time to recovery of gastrointestinal function (¢
= 1.807, P = 0.075). Compared with the ERCP
group, the laparoscopic surgery group had
significantly longer hospitalization time (¢
=3.929, P < 0.001) and a significantly lower
rate of complications (P = 0.025). No serious
complication was seen in the laparoscope
surgery group, but 3 cases appeared in the
ERCP group.

CONCLUSION: For patients with simple
recurrent common bile duct stones, a second
laparoscopic surgery is more reasonable than
ERCP.

© 2015 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights
reserved.
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R 1 RATZIAR—MRIBETRATIIRELLR
IRERAFAIE B EFAA ERCP4H /ME PE
n 85 33
(7)) 14/21 15/18 0.002 0.945
() 54.3+ 10.8 58.1+ 8.2 1.627 0.109
(mm) 12.0+ 3.0 13.0+ 3.0 1.374 0.174
ALT(U/L) 76.2+ 8.4 81.1+ 13.6 1.799 0.077
AST(U/L) 89.8+ 11.2 85.7+ 9.1 1.651 0.103
TB(umol/L) 54.3+ 4.1 51.2+ 8.7 1.897 0.062
DB(umol/L) 25.7+ 3.4 28.4+ 7.5 1.930 0.058
AKP(IU/L) 201.5+ 22.5 190.3+ 25.9 1.907 0.061
GGT(IU/L) 85.4+ 11.5 79.7+ 15.4 1.736 0.087
ALB(g/L) 459+ 5.1 48.2+ 7.3 1.513 0.135
ERCP: ; ALT: ; AST: ; TB:
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N, CRENMIESATMIER A, 5655 HE
BE IR S R as ik R JE, BN N
STHE, 3-028F- 486 B H W IR L 45 &
J ] 5E , 55 FIUIE 2 PR B A ) B 910
DRI,

1.2.2 ERCP: BF AL A2, e 2B
AR, MFERCPHUA. J7i B3N HEIELNTIIF
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R 2 EREFASERCPISMLLE (mean + SD) Bel# 4 5
EERIEAR IR FARE ERCP4R HE PE
n 85 33
2 wk
ALT(U/L) 40.2+ 8.5 38.5+ 7.8 0.858 0.394
AST(U/L) 37.8+ 7.8 41.2+ 6.4 1.958 0.054
TB(umol/L) 20.6+ 3.4 18.7+ 5.1 1.817 0.074
DB(umol/L) 12.6+ 2.7 11.7+ 3.2 1.256 0.214
AKP(IU/L) 81.8+ 12.4 85.3+ 9.7 1.291 0.201
GGT(IU/L) 44.7+ 10.5 48.1+ 8.2 1.482 0.148
(h) 26.9+ 4.2 25.2+ 3.5 1.807 0.075
(d) 7.5+ 1.6 5.4+ 2.7 3.929 <0.001
(min) 76.0+ 14.0 69.0+ 16.0 1.923 0.059
( ) 12.6+ 1.7 11.9+ 2.1 1.515 0.135
ERCP: o ALT: ; AST: ; TB:
DB: ; AKP: ; GGT: y—
&= 3 NAFER>655 B EF AR SERCPIZ M ELE (mean + SD)
EERIEAR ISR F AL ERCP4R Ha PE
n 16 13
2 wk
ALT(U/L) 39.2+ 8.9 40.1+ 5.6 0.846 0.399
AST(U/L) 38.2+ 3.8 41.4+ 9.6 1.963 0.051
TB(umol/L) 19.3+ 5.4 19.9+ 7.3 1.456 0.189
DB(umol/L) 12.0+ 2.2 11.4+ 8.2 1.135 0.288
AKP(IU/L) 88.5+ 14.4 86.9+ 9.4 1.382 0.135
GGT(IU/L) 42.6+ 13.4 47.2+ 8.9 1.366 0.196
(h) 26.2+ 1.8 21.5+ 55 2.344 0.041
(d) 7.9+ 1.6 5.6+ 2.7 4,057 <0.001
(min) 75.0+ 18.0 68.0+ 19.0 1.998 0.055
( ) 125+ 1.4 11.8+ 2.7 1.674 0.133
ERCP: ; ALT: ; AST: ; TB:
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FARUAAR G ILHIHRAE1H, ERCPHIL &5, A1, IHE ZRFARAETHEXFR, E
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AT FHE L BUE SRS . A A NI, B
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