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Abstract

AIM: To compare the efficacy between laparo-
scopic and open common bile duct exploration
in patients with choledocholithiasis.

METHODS: Ninety-six patients with choledo-
cholithiasis were divided into a study group
(50 cases) and a control group (46 cases). The
study group received laparoscopic common
bile duct exploration, and the control group
received open common bile duct exploration.
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The operative situation, postoperative situation,
and complications were compared for the two

groups.

RESULTS: There was no significant difference
in operative time or bleeding volume between
the two groups (130.33 min + 11.06 min vs
128.68 min + 10.88 min, 68.86 mL + 10.97 mL vs
70.92 mL * 11.26 mL, P > 0.05). The number
of times of postoperative analgesia use,
time to gastrointestinal function recovery,
postoperative hospitalization duration, and
total treatment cost for the study group were
significantly lower than those for the control
group (1.27 £ 0.50 vs 1.68 £ 0.72,29.82 h + 5.69 h
v53491h+570h,722d+1.15dvs1011d +1.33d,
10068.44 + 113.08 vs 13025.75 + 116.20, P < 0.05).
The rate of incision infection for the experiment
group was significantly lower than that for the
control group (0.00% vs 8.70%, P < 0.05).

CONCLUSION: Laparoscopic common
bile duct exploration is associated with less
surgical trauma, shorter postoperative recovery
time and lower treatment cost than open
common bile duct exploration in patients with
choledocholithiasis.

© 2015 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights
reserved.
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8 . R e BEBE0ERZ BEEEGHE(M) BORwmol/)  &FA8
2 < (mm) <2 >2 <342 342 EE&ED

SUH4E 50 23 27 33.82+8.13  10.33+5.11 13 37 5 45 23

WIBHE 46 20 26 3457+876 10.08%5.12 11 35 5 41 20

R 2 WABERGRERLR

AEBEREY SR EntE Rkt ;83 B8R
paxi:| _
R (h) (d) (7o)
SZH 50 1.27 +0.50° 29.82 +5.69° 7.22+1.15° 10068.44 + 113.08
WHB4H 46  1.68+0.72 34.91+5.70 10.11+1.33  13025.75+116.20

°P<0.05 vs NIIB4E.
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