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Abstract

Objective: To observe the clinical effect of laparoscopic surgery combined with fiberoptic chole-
dochoscopy in the treatment of common bile duct stones complicated with gallbladder stones. Meth-
ods: A total of 80 patients with common bile duct stones complicated with gallbladder stones admitted
to our hospital from August 2020 to August 2024 were selected and divided into the control group and
the observation group by random number table method, with 40 cases in each group. The control
group received open surgery, while the observation group received laparoscopic surgery combined
with fiberoptic choledochoscopy. Surgical indicators, clinical efficacy, postoperative complications,
stress indicators and recurrence within 12 months were compared between the two groups. Results:
Compared with the control group, the observation group had shorter hospitalization time, gastroin-
testinal function recovery time and operation time, and less intraoperative blood loss, with significant
differences (P < 0.05); the total effective rate of treatment in the observation group was significantly
higher, and the total incidence of complications in the observation group was lower, with significant
differences between the groups (P < 0.05); compared with the control group, the levels of stress indi-
cators in the observation group were lower, with significant differences between the groups (P < 0.05).
The recurrence rates at 12 months after surgery in the observation group and the control group were
2.50% and 15.00%, respectively (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Laparoscopy combined with fibrous chole-
dochoscopy has the advantages of less surgical trauma, faster postoperative recovery, and fewer com-
plications in the treatment of patients with common bile duct stones and gallstones, and it can also
reduce the postoperative recurrence rate, making it worthy of clinical application and promotion.
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Table 1. Comparison of general data between the two groups (mean + SD, n (%))

1 BHE—RAERLE[X s, n (%)]

L 0, A ) 1
3 BI%() 5 PN (%)] B (szmyé » (sz%’; o
k=2l 40 22 (55.00) 18 (45.00) 65.60 +8.71 3.54+0.85
i} 2H 40 23 (57.50) 17 (42.50) 65.46 + 8.67 3.67+0.79
2t 0.205 0.072 0.709
P 0.651 0.943 0.481
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Table 2. Comparison of surgical indicators between the two groups (mean + SD)

= 2. BHEFARIBIRELE(X £5)
A BIE(n) AEREEEId) B BThaeE R ) FARREmin)  RddifEmL)  REHHMER ()

MG 40 6.78 £1.49 1.58 £0.45 88.56 +5.47 64.48 +4.50 2.21+0.37
Xof fE 2H 40 10.35+2.71 3.32+1.51 97.81 +6.80 9157 +7.34 2.95+0.89
7.301 6.984 6.704 19.90 4.856
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

3.2. FRLEITHIELE
MRERLLFT A AR B v, LM 2 R B(P < 0.05). W% 3.

Table 3. Comparison of clinical efficacy between the two groups [n (%)]
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Table 4. Comparison of complications between the two groups [n (%)]
< 4. FEHFLZRELE [ ()]
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MERLH 40 1 (2.500) 0 0 1 (2.500)
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P 0.166 0.314 0.152 0.025
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Table 5. Comparison of stress indicator levels between the two groups (mean + SD)

Fz 5. FARLBIBIRK LR (X £5)

gim sy F EREeemL)  BREhgmL) I (mmHg) (@;’;&H%) L3 (YImin)
WEEH 40 69.28 £ 7.30 95.74 £6.84 160.37 £12.58 95.83£6.43 100.67 £6.38
f HEZH 40 77.55+851 106.85+£9.73 166.09 £ 14.79 106.63 £ 8.84 117.86 £ 10.31
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P 0.000 0.000 0.032 0.000 0.000
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Table 6. Comparison of recurrence rate between the two groups [n (%)]
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