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Abstract

Choledocholithiasis is a common benign disease in China, which can lead to complications such as
obstructive jaundice, cholangitis, pancreatitis and even cholangiocarcinoma. At present, the treatment
of choledocholithiasis mainly includes endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography and la-
paroscopic or open bile duct exploration. Although the stone clearance rate can be as high as 95%,

SERER

XEF|IH: Eufoh, PV, BAEE. S A BRI ET RN IGREZEERE, 2022, 12(2): 1473-1481.
DOI: 10.12677/acm.2022.122213


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/acm
https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2022.122213
https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2022.122213
http://www.hanspub.org

Enrd 4

the postoperative recurrence rate is about 4%~24%. This study makes an in-depth discussion on
the risk factors of choledocholithiasis recurrence from the aspects of operation-related factors, bi-
liary anatomical structure, characteristics of stones, sex and age, etc.
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1. 5]

R G5 TR i — s W, BN REARME A AR, £RE, BE5ANARELN
15%, Hr 10%~15%1) 38 A A RS E g a . b L H AR 5 S5 B 5K R &k M IR e 45 A )
RRF e T T EE 1] A EARREIE B a0 A, wTaeS e, Fik. HAE R, 45
A KRN JFARTTEZ TR FAIK[2]. A4, B BRIT KRS B Rl R R, BLA AT A% 7K
SRR S ATE T R, S EUIR S A A B R B AR EE Rk R, O T B N SRR ) — K
. 2581047 BEAH 4 i 52 R (endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography, ERCP)A i i 4 iH & #5
R (laparoscopic common bile duct exploration, LCBDE){E 4 H i JHEE 54 [ —&iGI7 T 5, Cag
ZIBHTIGR, AL B 4 A 1T i AR b a) LA S/ B0 A B K IR R (BES A S R A
HE DL 3k G ) ) /L, A7 R0 AR ERCP BUA ARG A 29 9.2% M 2 K 2, 1 LCBDE RS IHEE 45 A K 3R 13.5%
[3] [4]o [FISRHEVE S5 BT S EURAL MR AR 28 . JRIR AR o MHIE 28 LS IR RONE, T2 INR SRS A= 1 B 2L
(R e R[50 #R 3 MFLEM B &5 A 52 R I S e DAL 3 1) B S Eh ke ™

2. 5FREXRPER

AT, AV 254 103 2R 97 7 sUE 5 ERCP /I LCBDE. ERCP AiRITIHEE 4 At T —FiR A
RN & AR, H B N BT 35 2 L) IT R (endoscopic sphincterotomy, EST). W4 FFL LBRFEY 5Kk AR
(endoscopic papillary balloon dilatation, EPBD)%§ /5 Ry y7 I &5 . IS PR EERAEAR WAL EKR,
ARIEEIAEK, (HHEE % | ERCP LEBRAR 2 77 1H AU

1) B FIRIT IR S5 ERCP BRI, GG/, FERIEDZM S, & Hiliar e g
B AH—L A IRARRAT ERCP IR S 45 A 2R A — B INERR, BUNTERE AR 752
ERCP HXEHZ BoE 45 A a2 s BUA I HMERE B K. [FIF, 2K ERCP 235 JIHTE I8 J 5K )
0, ATREHG NS A R KR [6]0 X T A% LR SR AS A HE R 4 A O R e 45 A 1 B8 2 DL s it
ERCP HUf R B3, HNZH AT IE S 88 FIH S RAAR, MNimEE%2 Ik ERCP X AHIE 1515 18 ik
S50 B R KA TTRE «

EST s&iiid WEIEIT IS 45 A IAREAR, ALV FEBH M. FAEIFRAE, ] fe
T+ AR LN DIRE, W SEOR G IR AR . I 2% FLRE SR RAE, SIEEaES A
K. TEXH52 BEST B KA Ui R, BST FARA G W] He & RH A& 45 A B R BT fE R R & (5]
[7] [8] [9]o —TlEuHE T 1088 4] F 35 G R 78 A 30, V) 1 EST R JE &5 A B &K F AT /NI H EST [10].
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EPBD /2 W5 NI A E S0 A—Ffhik$k. 5 EST MLk, #:52 EPBD 077 I B ] LAIYEAR J5 &I a]
WK E — B AL ATh RS, RJGHAEHRE B[] [12]. WFRAI, $#:3% EPBD MIEHMLLTH:52
EST )& AR5 45 A 5K F W AR, w15 S 4, X n] ge AR ER 1 86 FE 2 WL REA 5591 [10].
—de2EE )\, /NI EST + EPBD A EST AHELA M R A7 2%, (HHEE A& R R EKS] [13].
P4 KERFEY 5K AR (Endoscopic papillary large balloon dilation, EPLBD), #i745 #1 EST AHLLIIIEIT RH, &
TR RIRESE S, AT T F AR R AU A MEER, BRIRSS AR K2 14] [15]. {H EPBLD +
EST X HH S 4540 2 K IS0 H 7T A 4+, Paspatis £85I\ EPBLD + EST 1] ¢ 5 IH 88 45 41 BUA 5 1)
IR R FAHIR, THEEVE S TR B8R 250 52 R I R B8 [ 16]. 177 Liu 8Ly EPBLD + EST H#
M EST FARLEIRIT RCR MG A R R 7 H A RN ZER[17], Kim FHKPMEUTFR PRI T 5
Z AR S5 18],

MEEAREGE R, TGiEE ERCP BUH g, o DATHUIRIE A AR, (HIX 23 InF AR ([, [F
I LENUBRRY A J5 7] e 3502 40 ik B AT B 0 2 R Ay, — TR B Feal S5 R, B T A g BE
FRANEA T L I G R 2R Ak, HURE A 2 M — 1] SR e R & [19]. fEREA ARG & IR SR Kk,
A ROEBRIEA R, D IRTE 45 A 5K [20] [21]

SNBEIAESANERFES T BB AKIIEE 20 IR, KRGS %G RIE. a5%
RISERI A . Wk, HGE 53 T B2 A R RO 1 i, FCEL4E B IR A S AR R RTE AR AR . B iR
ol HATERR ECBAS 7TTZ R, AT LA A JE IR 28 . JRIR A S AORE,  [RI ) LR
BRSO AR R[22] [23]. UbAh, Wang SSFMBFARER, fEHFIERSS NS SIS EFIEEH,
AT ARG EMSNE S E R 450, NTIB 45 A 2 R SAEE FIE B [24]. MHIESCAEE AR 51— FhliHiE
SIRBI %, FEAT R B AR DR KM TR SOREANA B T i@, BRI T 450 BRI B
DT IERIEM KA . Choi FEN XS T4 A %UK H 2 K8, Tl s B AR IE S48 R 2 iR 7 77
%1251 1A Deng IWFFLR I, SCHLHRN BT (AL KA AT B85 350H ERITTRAAVRG PHE S8 |, ik 22 s ma iR E
N1 SO AR AUBE I E5E, M4 A 5 K [26]. H BN gE AL, Bk S e
HMESL, BOLTEIGIR E IS AR D

2) WELENBZED)BRA H A T7E ERCP BUA G 2 BATIHBYIBR AR X — sAEA R E W, —1
WL RIALE ERCP Ja TR MR ABFEDISR, 7T DLRRES A R R DA K IEROE, L R AT e A ik 4 1 R 3 45
ARG R IS S . T T4k R MRS 85 A R, TR B R R AF M iE sl 2 7€ EPBD JG4&
ZHHFEVIFRA[9] [27] [28] [29]. B ¥#HWNTEAT EPBD Ja R BERF&%&4FH, #NATHH MR HFE IR A
[28]o —THAMA TR, ENBIRITEATIHIEVIRARKIE A, HELNLE AR KRB EEIC, H5
WU B 250 R I B B SR [30]. i — Tk R E R AR B, AR/ T 70 RS 4
FEHNATIHIEYIBRA, D4 A MR KR [29]. 1 Kim ZEMRF 50 REL, TEWNEL FECA & RFED) BRA
SR S5 R R IR HEER . BT MOV OIS 0 R A IR A B, AEIENEICH
JE AT IR R AR [31].

3) MERESE FIHEERA AR LCBDE &IRITIHEE 4 A M — R EF B, HXIHEE 45A sy 20k
AT ENEIA, I H R TR 2 1R A2, (HE ARG IRIR I R AR 0 & [32] [33]. — LU R
B, LCBDE ¥aJ7 45 A1) MR K FE{LT ERCP, XA g5 LCBDE {R 8 T H#EZI WL ThEEA 55[33] [34]. {HE
A RTERR BRI SRR SRR, AT WA 5 B R MRy, LR R AT AR R R IE TR 5
S B R % S SO R, AT S0 IEGE I Th e, S 28 51 RS ARy B3 n T & R HE2E[35] [36].
E Peng S A0 R HAIE S 73X 55, 3F HARATIA NI V1T J5 8% 5 e T ARERAT v 305 7T A 5 S01H Bk
AN GRS AR R, [FIN 582455 Rt a] BeIY N 45 A 52 R AR 2].
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T & 517AZ LCBDE 54 #7720, AN AT DA FRARGE e g« b+ 38 Sk i, &
B FoR A HEH . AR, RJE AT DO T i 0 82 4 40 ik B M IR TE B A4S (s L, N TR S A R AR T
. (HIE Zhu SHEALM—T R RIL, HEEHRERGT WSS T F51RAMILAES A5 .
AR A« AR JE I RRESE T A R 220 MATAH T B 1E R ST fe 51 (5 K AH ER TR .
I, AN 2 O YN B N HTE (s . XN RS SRS ANER. L2, —sssirn
PAREAR L K #E[37]

3. SEEMEXHEE

NHERITE I 540 B RAEFEA W SBAR, P HSEY K RBRIHEE KA. Oddi FEZILE)
Ty e B hce A i A ] s S A — LB 7T TR A N R A RO AL SE R R R . TR NI A A BB
AREME T R B R, (BAER— i B S

1) HEE BEARIHREY 7K B ATBOA N RS A R LG 2 o X AT RERTIEE 3 7K S EU AR A
U NBIE R G 2R (2] [16] [38]. {H H A IHAE ) BEARMEE A R BARR R A W A HTRI
R EAR>15 mm e 4 SR IO G 3 (2] [39]. 1M Park SEWIAJY, ARG HAE>10 mm, Hio%

¥

—

2
IAERI BRI, JF HUCNIEE I B AR R BRI K[16].

2) R RO I B AR IS TE R R RE S AR — & MM ER RN+ =i, o
TOBE RS A [RIRE R A A A IR SV 4 0 S R ML SR TR 3%, 3 AT 2 DRI DAk /I PR RS A8 2 T A1
FERRZS 5 SRR, T 5| 245 A S K [40]. (ATE BRI M B EAPEAR R AT, St iR
HELE A A FE<145° 0] BN S5 45 0 BB R AR [40] [410. T8 [ Y I — T0URF 78 AR R B, ELSL A R A
<120°fF 2 45 A B R IS fE R R R [ 2]

3) HFEE AL BIHREE TS KA B R AR S S A B RE —EMR R, BAEX— S LhEE
AR PR TRk SIS i —FF, RS ETC N BAL B KR 58 T BUR YRR SO, A=
BSR4 F NN, SRR NI (A7 B AL 17145 e A A [0 (i IR iz o 1/3
WEBT, A SRR SR, W T xR B NAZAF AR TI[6]. 1 Kao W4 R R, IHFEERAL
TEN BB 3 1) A M ) Bl =5 R A 3 TR DA R R 40 T 15 93 0 PR P 3 TR, X T BRI 45 1 R 3 AR 5K[42].

4) Oddi FELWAZ—ANTFIE, FHIRRVT IHEBG  [RIEE Gl 9 50 It . Wi Oddi #8529 LA sthmT
T N 25 S A NI, AT S5ORF T8 A AR 0 T 508, 3 AT g L B B A S R B (1 JR R 43
NBEIREE AR, TERYT 7 IR R X FARE R S ROZ R B EYN Oddi FELNIILRY . H Tsai FEHA
AR, AT R ERCP AR5 Oddi FE4NIThREE R E, A R IIMREA, X g2 hT
TRE DR MFE LI N P IR B 45 0 (1 B 2RidE, NI 51 R 45 A R Kk [44].

5) a5 A B EARYE F AR E, T MR E AR, a1 R, ALk T
B WA, AL TEMENZ; I, Sk TE=ES. ST RBE RS AE RN —
ANEBEFE R [45] [46] [47], X AT RER BT RS T TRV R S5 AR RN F B A TR, LA
N YR R AL AT BRI FE AL T BE, SRR L . ARG IR, R RS A 1
FR[2] [47] [48] [49] [50] Horbr T Y5 = G 25 40 I B2 R S i fe N L 2L, IX A R 5 RE = RN AL E A K.
DRI, XTAAAE T 800 = 1) B B B 5| e i T R

4. E4AHEXHESR
G AR 2 1 R IR A B 25 5 SR RS U 4 B R R 4 R R e PRI 3
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T 45 4 1R J 0 B 225 4 ) K/t mT RE AN 65 40 B R AT — 2 [ KK

1) A EEZ REAWINAR I ES A 8RNI GR R R, KRl T 2 KN4 ax-+ 4
G LWL 8, S B Th RE RS AT 51 S 738 N 2590 St S B R (DR, e 2408 s A I R (2]
H AT I LN S A B E>2 ARG 450 5 R AT fE e R 2R [2] [4]

2) AR IR 5 A0 A R P AN IE € 3 5 A0 2 e L] e 5 A 1O 15 A e L e ) 5
RS ACHT I PR E RS 5. 7E Yoo ZEMFTE AR I, — L B 10 AU r REL 36 1 B4 A R HEL A PR 1) PR 8 7a- 32040
A PRIV JBE ARG, BT DA AT TN g L] 2 25 4 2 25 40 2 R M B TR 3R 2 —[40]. IHVE I BB R 4500 &
BUNRRE RS A, HIEEPD)ONIERYA 5. HIRER, TRRERMAERIERE LN, Atk
AL RERES A 2, REAERIERER39] [51].

3) GaR/NEEELT, BORIE A2 FECERMEY K LR E DIRe, &5 51 BRI RA
FNA R RGeS E0EE A I, [RIRHBOR 45008 75 B, X vl BRI N 450 AR 5K IR R
EHRERRI, S50 EAE>10 mm &2 K KGRI ZR[13] [26] [40] [52]. (EAEE—E RS, Peng ZiNA
FLA£>10 mm 85 A 23804540 5 R AR [2]

5. Hith

AR UR R, KT 65 DR HEEa A B RMMALER KR . HER RS ZENRZAT
WAV R+ AR LSk IR LWL h RERE R B I T T AR BESK D RIARE B A AN ey RIS
ANRAK2] [26]. AT, Keizman SFAFER ARG AKMERE R, HEEREPEY K. IR
FRE = MBE T AR SLF G AR R AERBR R, PR FERIEIC, 2540 =R RS ok [53]. &
PEEC LA 5 R A S AT, FRARER KT 40 &0 BB, 2Rt — 30 & 457 4 B EH 1
ko MR B, SRR E R R A A R R R 3]

JIPRE AL R R B 25 4 T R G R 3R, Tsai SERIBTFLA RN, IFREAL Rt 2 R a5 n Bk
M —AEERE, EHEAHH AT A, P IRR(54].

6. BRESEAELNTAR

NP REES AR R, BT EREBI s GRS F AT A HIE S RS ey
ob, N AZ R S G A AR IE R FE LIV D68 . RIS AT BEAEZE AR IR AR, RH T8 B L 5 f [ PR 28 1) i
HFLAH R RGP ] TR S5 A MR R . B, RE RS NHER W ARG InAE A HEME . o3 BE it
FEUR A 38 AL ] e POV AR, EVRYT EIE S RECE RNV Ab 2 0 000 - P s 7 TR LA A RhE A 22 4k, 2 Tl
By 540 52 R — Fh MK [55] [56] 0 A8 B P I — LRfE 5 s I, Bl 38 TuR . 287 DU <B iz 5 KR E )
S R AN T IR G A R R — € ER, B ReCEIEIK . R S5 I RO IR B % T AR A 4R
FR[57] [58].

7. BE

N S ARYT e AR, BB M AR IR, H AT 7R S AT e AR 77 30
AR HEEEAR A Oddi FELANLHITEE . Al B = Sa 8@ S50 R Bk
B B HE OS2 A A . (BAEX LG G R A R 2 AR AP AER R I i, 375 B3 2 1
PRIEFE R RS B H TR0 TR 2 2 UL TT, BRI T T BT T8 SR o AE fhi e o

W REL I 6 A SRR ) S S DR T AL R B 2 T of LA A9 445 0 (1 S I e e 5 BRRVR 9T T %
I XA E S A R SER R R EE, ATCLEE PR T eI, RiSE . BT ORI
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