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Abstract

The high recurrence rate of postoperative choledocholithiasis has not been well solved. Many pa-
tients have to undergo multiple operations in their lives, which may lead to serious complications
and high medical expenses, which seriously affect the quality of life of patients. With the progress
of medical standards, the treatment of patients with recurrent choledocholithiasis has gradually
changed from traditional laparotomy to minimally invasive surgery. This paper reviews the
treatment of recurrent choledocholithiasis from four dimensions: traditional laparotomy, applica-
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tion of laparoscopy, endoscopic therapy and robotics.
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1. 5|8

JIH &L & 45 (choledocholithiasis f&j#% CBDS) & 4t S i [ N H Wk . 2 &%, fEHLRGIE T
FITARKAIELE, HAETE M T 10%M A H, W RS R I8 2 S 80BN ™ = 11 R E,
WBERE B L I PR R A AT F A R A 1] RSB AT AT E LR/ RS E VIR
(opencommon bile ductexploration fi# OCBDE)~ P i & 1L V) R (endoscopic sphincterotomy fii #X EST)
N i 4% IH S B #R 5 R (lap-aroscopic common bile duct exploration fij#X LCBDE), =MFREEERKEN
4%2 24% [2]. M TARIEEAEE LB KK ESCEAR T —BIONEAE 6 A WA ILIIIEEE 4540 95k
Baif, 6 MHERIMIESES AT RIS A3]. BT HSES A KRAS FE™E N HRIE,
WNAEAE RIS IR . ETE REEAE AR 1 AEAR (1], AL 0 EOR TR T, DA R B g />
SAMER. BRMEMEEE S ARIRTT EEAFEE SR K ok B K R IR 5 . I8 5 55706
FAR, KR EMIGRST IR — LRk

2. RGHFEFR
2.1. BREYIFRAR

FF G HE B ) AR (opencommon bile ductexploration fij#X OCBDE)J& T & 5l it K LIk — H & H 2
SR ARESNENE T 7. R Z T T ARATATHIERL, B2 HiL[4]. JCH RN T E R M HAE
SdiamEE, MWERGAAAAAEA FREEFRE, TR %™ 3 1) 558 AT A B Ul 8T IH e U XU
WK, FFEFARANRA—MIRFERE. HAETORAES N T FI10RA—5s. EAHabok,
FHEEVIFFRA ARG T & 51 WA RARENGE . T Eerz 47+, mrelEd e riEiEE A, 3
BRI A, A TIERGYT, EREdBERHES A R, T 5" HPIFRIEFXR, X
ST RE RN AHIEMCIAE . AR AR ZE0E . FMRPRIRAR Ek . A . R 98 FIATE B P 3500510 48
I8, IR E ARG T 8 SR I RIE, B35 7 BB 2 R B AT T 8 R & 52 AR B 5 14K 5
IREEFERRERRIE T T B BIAFAL[6]. BLERLLi 6, T & nl e D EW, 0, ARET ERCP KRG,
AR EEERRAE W], LA ERCP W] REFEH AR 51(B1 41, Billroth 11 B VIBRARE). —HASE S
(1) 3 S XU 2 I R AR e A, E ] oded il B 5 H A Bl I T S SR TR e SR I F ACRE I K 2E[7]. HET A
LU AR — 4G M T & 51— M2 4. A% HEREHMEIEZ8].

2.2. BBRgMI& R

JE AV & AR RIS+ 38 1Y) & AR (choledochoduodenostomy (CDS)), fH & 451 Roux-en-Y )&
A (choledochojejunostomy (CJS)). X T 5 A& FIRHEE 44 Bk U, 8% 1 i@t )i T I E 2R
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(endoscopic retrograde cholangiao-pancreatography & #X ERCP)FE F3ETIRIT, (& REW 2 H W B3GR
o tH AR I R, AR, AN SRRV 5 AR T ERORINE, WIRe s tERE R R VRN 58 . JH IR AR &
FREFIE, XPJREfE A9, TMH, REAFEFREWEEMET A, X—REAEZM. Bk, AT
RERIOX—RHMESRT, VF2AMRERAEVUEFATIHRVIG A, CDS M CJS Z&¥iGyT R e 45
AT, WA AR, FRROA. IRALHET, 5 CDS Mk, CIS BAHEENTFARILTHEZMFAR
FHRHAORE. PR, CDS #3882 HHEE[10]. £ ESMNRH SO/ EET T — T2 o0 ATBE P RE AL IS,
WL RIS CDS il CIS B FH KNG A £R, HREHEEIMRREL, HEE - ZRhvEAR
RVRITRHEE S A EE, JREAEWHA. 1%, CDS fEHAR LI CIS A 5 A b aT. Hik, 5 CIS
ANF], CDS fuVifE % B J7 (B AT i — P M N B T6 YT« IR, IX IO FE 1 H (1) 2 LR A IH A 45
FEFIFTFARTE, MAMUGEEE ZRMEE . AEFHE2IRE T E2FEETFARRITIEHSEL
A, AT T 3 MDA, IS YIIT T & 514, CDS M CIS H. il 1o d o A IR
RIBSESANEFREMH CDS, LABIEAREFHRIBAE LA, S, AR5 T 70 2 DL ERZF
B, AR RO ) EE A A R I FARFF RO . AFE U TS A S RNESE, HEETHY
4 Roux-en-Y R&—FH G MR ARG 450 ERMTFARTTiE. BRMER i, CIS & —Fh 5 R X 4
BFEAR, HEH TR AR SO AT RS L, 5T ARIFRIETT KA 535 % 57

3. EIRERNNHA
3.1. [EEHEBLSERER

HHl, ERCP + EST O NEBIT R RSB S AN EIET . SR, £ Meta i 5w,
ERCP/EST HUA HIEThHR AN 78.8%~90.1% [13] [14] [15]. Ak, WEEIEIT G CBDS MIEREN
8.9%~18.5% [16] [17] [18] [19]. H1T ERCP/EST (XA EE R, Bk 2 )58 Mk e 7EH
FARIGITIRRES B ARSI SEARRAC, TFEHSEREARM T & 5CE M F AR T IHE TR
BFPAT . SAM, XRRFERE s, WAk, WEZE. REHUMRHEEAR SRR ESR TR,
AT AR UM RO I RE R E 2 5 i — RV R FfF. B, TEHA Veress £F8GE —4F0F, (TG TE
FERE L)% B B SR AT e 52 27« LUK, KRR AT B 5 AR R RREA 5%, Hh 1 AR L 5 A4 453475
)5, TCEMRTER R CBD MELLEEE, RS IR TR KR . B 1991 G5 — 1 ) 1 I8 s
55 IH RS B A R (lap-aroscopic common bile duct exploration f&j# LCBDE)# & LK, BRI ANZE—FhZ
A BIEIT IS S A 5k, IR S H R SRR AR #5252 [20] [21] [22]. LCBDE 1] LA4ERF Oddi
TN TIRE, CHEUERR IR IT IRV 854 1) —Fh 22 A M SeE [20] [21] [22]. RAE WL, BT HaE
LA AR, LCBDE MARAGH) ZNH. X THEEFA LKL, LCBDE ¥EJ7 LCBD 2755
OCBDE —FERI AT %2 4x, HHT M ATERE A5 MERERG R AT REAL), R R AN 67%~93% [23].
AWIRE XL EFAR . A HIBETFARFARTE FA 52 1) 858 5 R AERGHE24]. — ek, BTG
R R FEANYE R TOVE T R o BT ARSERGEM A, HRIEFARAHEERHERE TR, BE
FAR G s & RS 5 AR AMRLER AR )2 ST i 28, A ATTIA A REE TR s i 8 2 52 K (1) CBDS 1] B
A—EWIN NI E TR B, AUE MERIESRTK, A TR E R BOL R 5 HE i 1
figeii) o LN, E A 1 s B R A AN TR TS FRA R R R, RN EE A M AL HERA M AR B T R R A
CRCNIRTT E R MRS B S5 A1 5 — A Bl IT

3.2. ERER T REEEMIER
PIER THOR . BE& SF AR BRI & FARRRAE RO, HigKrae s i, s FIEmw & A
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KGN, BN B BRI B % B BOR R AR R, ORI (27 3 T b sl IRl 8 T i) & ARa
SYIEEE S5 A, IR AN R RST R [ A 2735 25 14R3E 1 103 H1 -8 47 I8 T % Roux-en-Y W&
AR, FARBIMGABEAT, IR EERAT ARG 48 DN MREVI S, Ko 3 Bl R A bR IE %,
RBELEPUR SRR T IR At e, RIARBEVT B H TR ARG Ol SRR, Bk E R %, s N
faWy & AR w4 M, WATH .

4. RBERTT
4.1. +=I5AEHNA

1974 FNE FHELNPIFAREST) BN H TS E S A REYT, FHEI BT c2e]. SR, —
HiRHE 11 AHOR R, JBANVIFRBEAESAERNGRTEER[27]. BERSARKEL, Staritz
28] RAE T NE T+ IR L RS L NLERFEY 5K R (endoscopic papillary balloon dilatation i FR
EPBD), ATEITIHEE S50 X —F %077 EPBD 1] MR 70%[¢) Oddi FEZWLThEE, AHIE I A RER
A, BEEKITUE, BRRE AR RE[29]. AT, EPBD IF&AT 2fEH, FHNE 58 &L KAEZE
A FANURRE A AR OG[30] [31]. ERERMEME LA, HEFEEY KYIFFEATH) EST AL LA H KT
MRS A . SR, ESBIA REARAR, Wil AL, EXMER T, EPBD 7] LA 4 R
MTy REF O, mMAREER T EST, Fit, XTREAER EST L&, JLEKE EST [ EPBD X}
THCAR R ATRE A WA Z 2M[32]. MTFREAMHAESAMES, &% FEZEBIRICA, EPBD fl EST
X TRIT BRI IR GV 55 A 12 2 A AR o 7 s

4.2. SpyGlass EM A% & OPRIEFRIA

B2 01 7 0 FEACLIK[33], 4 [ IHIE £ (peroral cholangioscopy, POCS) ) i) tH S B 1 B A X A
TATE L EALILEE, BAEA. Tl TSR RS, IR PO ST W97 T A B AL,
J T 4k ERCP 2 Ja IR SIA I X —F- Bt VNS F RIS BT 2R 4002 HH AR AR B A N #R 4R
BRI RS, el -+ 48 S (BT EST, R B s Rl iE B S S5 (T5), £ T8N
BHM TR e, idke. BCA . WASERE. BERARMED, & OMHESEE HUNEIERGUR
HENEEAE, DL SpyGlass £4iANE, BAHTKERIE —M[34]. 4K SpyGlass H N EAEIHIE S T
e R TR 2 . WE B IR DLIOGLT 5 2 iS5 6k, 5oy 7 HAEIm R BTz . 5 A3
5%, SpyGlass DS HE AL RGi(SpyDS) L& THI 11T, EARIE TR E AT IRIKPEAY, {2 SpyGlass DS &4
SRR VARG, nT Re A R U — R A& ) TR . SpyDS BA LR JUI/AMEA: 1) R 2
HEJE, BEARSBIEAINE, 2) 120878, 3) 2 M EHMRIEE, 4) B8 1.2 mm K TIE@EE, B
T 3 Uiy L IE B AR 2238 1.9-Fr A Bk e TR A [35] [36] [37]. —Ti[38] % T2 — 4K 558 —4X SpyGlass
HALRGIRIT MR IR S5 A 1) Meta 20 HT iR R: 4R SpyGlass EEUA RS, 45 A FRUGERRE . 45
FE4TE R BT 48 SpyGlass (1.03 F11.27 K. 80.3%#1 67.8%. 97.3%M1 92.2%). M2, BEHRIFE
AR, SpyGlass REEEAM I HBUA1E R — Pl BN BUA BOR CIZ 8 Sl 5638, 4% A J7iE R
Wik, BT DME A — P R IFIIVEYT

4.3. ZFZFFREEEENA

2 % 28 T 18 %% (percutaneous transhepatic cholangioscopy, PTCS) & T: 454 2404 TP JE
VESAALT L TV R 4 R PGB TER ik s e . BB AR Z IR VIBRAR . v & AR
Ja 2 REHE[39]. I REE#HE SpyGlass DS HM RS IRA A 2, HORE 12538 2070 Al Bh F N kT

bl
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28 [ 28 R TE B B, T B AN R I PR 28 A 23 al I ) 13 491 A A JIH T8 At 522 1) £ 25 4T SpyGlass
DS BEMAGHE T~ PTCS FAR, HAHEL A 8 I, MHIERAE 5. FrA M SpyGlass DS 4B PTCS F
RE I IEAT T, MES A EEHEFREE R, T AR RS2 K HE[40]. SpyGlass
DS #iBh PTCS mIAgR&—Fhzc4ar. AT AL W AA T IHIE B T AR M oA B, R il 2 ki
Roux-en-Y B FHFEL ENMMEH .

5. Hlag ABAR

BB A HLEs NP ARRGER DR, ST AT AR s 0 sHe — BT . EXRpmtRcs
TR, BASRIP AR AL N F AR EZRREIN R [41]. EobEE 42 itk 80 FIXETA P& 45
A, Hh 50 BIATHLE NS BIE S EVIFICA AR, 30 BTMHESGHRITTIRT AR, Hoblas NmBhiE e
PITRCO AR EIFR 9 ], #E3X 9 Blrh e TR, 6 il T EApRIE, 2 Bk b T IHIE R A 8L
1 B2 i T ek e e 2 M 450, BT TURET, HLEs AR > 7RG I ACRE, A 1 i
8] JEZF AL ABOARAE Y S 1T AMRHIUsR T — A8, A 3D M ARMEF . 7 /> B d RS 2 DA
LARFE T ULRFF— A BARAAL, 8> TR [R5 R R RS IR %, AR INE &P/ 2 RN
FAREGAE LLGRAT R 0 B 5485 [43]. (BRFEM B 51, BREI 7 AR NROHET, Hdo R E A Btk
R B AS B P AL AN CBNIRIR, FE e C2 E 7 300 [ PR se KT [44] Hlas NFAR RGN ATH =
G RN REP I S WIS 523 A T OUP S el 11 S

6. RE

TR R B S n a5 e R R S5, 1R T HRGER “BUS LA ARERIR R S RER
AL B SIS PR SE A R R B AR SE A B, anfer B ik S5 2R AT
5 JE I TR R R ST AEOR OIS L =4 nT AL AN 3D T ENEAR AR B3 B2 22 BoR 1) B
IHFREAE S50 R AR HEPP A SR8 70k, RO RE D> BB R a5 A AR E KR, BIVZIR
HIRHIE T A S 22 B R AR L BB R 22 BE I 77, BTN A S 0HA )T T Bt s, SEElr AL
KA, B/ ME

SE 3k
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