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Abstract

Occult common bile duct stones are frequently encountered in clinical scenarios such as preopera-
tive assessment for cholecystolithiasis, mild dilatation of the common bile duct, incidental findings
on imaging, and intraoperative biliary imaging during cholecystectomy. Because symptoms are often
absent or atypical, these stones are easily underestimated. The major challenge in management lies
in balancing the risks of undertreatment and overtreatment: failure to recognize and manage them
promptly may result in acute cholangitis, obstructive jaundice, biliary pancreatitis, or retained post-
operative stones, whereas unnecessary intervention may expose patients with low stone burden,
small stones, or spontaneous stone passage to avoidable ERCP-related complications, particularly
post-ERCP pancreatitis. Based on recent studies and current domestic and international guidelines,
this review summarizes the definition, natural history, diagnostic evaluation, perioperative identifi-
cation, treatment options, special populations, and implementation strategies across different levels
of medical institutions in China. It emphasizes a risk-stratified approach based on symptoms, bile
duct dilatation, stone burden, severity of infection, pancreatitis status, timing of surgery, ERCP-re-
lated risk, and healthcare resource availability. Active biliary drainage and stone extraction are rec-
ommended for patients with cholangitis, persistent obstruction, or clearly high-risk stones. In con-
trast, for asymptomatic patients with small, solitary stones, no bile duct dilatation, and low stone
burden, confirmation before ERCP and dynamic observation should be emphasized. For stones de-
tected during the perioperative period of cholecystectomy, management should be individualized
according to intraoperative conditions, surgeon expertise, patient risk, and the feasibility of in-
traoperative treatment, simultaneous or delayed ERCP, and follow-up.
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1. BI5

JHATRE & AN RERI I A RHR W 2 —, IHEESS A EE ] & IEA RIS S L . A
NREE S AFERIONA IR 3E K3 HDhRe 5 B IETEERR 2, 12 W Ad B A ARG B 1 5
ELEIGIR LR, AH Y —3 o B OB BAE AR, BUAE I EE A R ATV . IR E R K. %
GFARIRIIN . A IEFE 58 B - AR AR A SR I i e i R IR N /Nah . IR RS A B mT BE 7T
BER . R E E PO ARE LSS S a0 BT IHERE . LR ERARESIR. B FIER A
B, RIS RV RER R N A R 58 . BRI . BRI R R B B IR R JE iR A5 s A AL ER
i RE, XORTREAE O HE H EIRE R XU AL 1 5538 3 52 AN w00 B %) P9 B2 10 47 I JIH 8 & 5% (endoscopic retro-
grade cholangiopancreatography, ERCP) ¢ H - A& KUz . Bk, FREMHESEEARZ OO H “&25
REf RINGE A7 i@ v “WIRLS B SE AA 25 A0 . RS B 7R T LA AT i L pR A Ry ST o
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MR BRI E ARG, ERCP N A% B4R NIE, S IE T8 L N A 4895 175 1 2 R P R I Szt 47t
G E SRR FARIAZE A A EE, RHFE R VR SN RHA T AR R e B IH T8 451 1 B 45 5 H 258 4 0 XU
WAI[1]-[3]- ASGE+ ESGE & BSG i B Il 2 1 SE ALUIE A A8 &5 4 R0 3 ad ik XU 43 J2 3% % MRCP. EUS. 10C
SIGTT M ERCP, %t ERCP 1E N R4S Witk (E[4]-[6]. W ATFRRAMRIEE I &, e v AE e 45 JF
AN I, R B ARRTIR A . R RE SR PEREIRAE . BT AR ERCP PMERIA S5 BE UG 1)
GEEHEINE. SEREARNEITHMRIEZESR, # L EN S B R%I2E8E, AT
BSTT Z A ERREIE T

2. REMEEESANGSIAFSImKREX

“FREVMIBSE S A FAERES AR E AR, Hilm K AR SRR IS E A ERA
ARG S5 NIRRT BESS A BRI . ASGE B ESGE U7y = H [ e BE A F1, LA
KMARFEYIBEA A 10C. MG 5 SIS PR A R IR BIIRIZ 45 o 1ZMEA 0 3 [RIREAIE A2 I PR I
A AULES, R S Bl i A A AR 4 PR i L SORES . SRS E S AL,
FalE g A BN B AT im il s e MG T, IEY 5K E, DRl 82—,
o B ERAT ERCP BICAE B RHEN T —46lm. IERDNGntt, BB M AR 854 S WA R
— IR IR TR AR, TIRZER S HEA AT 5. HEBERA. AR AR REEN . HE 25
JERRR A UEYE . REAT NHIE A S AN HAT AR AL 18] 8 37285 1 .

MIFRRANEAR A G, BabeE A 45 A 1 R B IE =2 . B8, ERBETIBRAGRE
MBS S A BRI, THARIE NSO, Z2REA. HEREY skEORAT— I DG 70 B3
RS . IR, BRI RAR R B FAR RS, YoE B E 2SS R EEAET MRCP 80 EUS. R I0C
BB FIMIILEERE . RS ERCP S5, FR, T2 ERCP &R UFHE4E FJF AORE S
R e A o JORER S 10 B Z IR R T B LSk K I B IR IE 85K, B E A A — e E A ),
B4 F o~ ERCP J5 R IR 28 (post-ERCP pancreatitis, PEP) K A= X Al g i T A GER £ . ik, RE
PRV G50 BN — Fh 5 ZE BN AUESE AN Z A B I ACRAS s T AE— M B AR 2 R 2%

[ A SRR, IH 3 R ARSI ARG TT 1 L 58 3R O 5 i G s B 0 3 D7) B R =2 A IR IH B 45
J ARG R I SR 1) H BT 77 3K, (7] A 2 SR AN A A e AU I B3 0 B 455 (3] BREE MR H S
S5 AR E AT 5 IR R B SR 5 H A e ORI 2 7 A 2 B 0 27 AR A e I T, 9 A AN 2 ST
REFEOR G IR RN, F BB YIRS 45 A N AR VP AL, G B TR 4l “ IR
PN “IREE - R — A7, X YRR S R E A

3. BRESIERER: NBAXHAAEITHEESEA

B B M BTG R ARV 45 A R S A BE, B T3 B AR s XU 5 T TR 2 [ (P4l . G T
PRFEGIBRA AR IU/NHEE 25 A W iR, 85 A T G TR T BATHEE, FFR 2 5] i R
TEHEAF([7] [8]. Hakuta ZE[9]ZAN 191 FITCREIRNIAE 454 3%, oWl 2l 114 4 FIARNBRITAH 77 1
ML RTE I R IE BRRAEFTN 14E 6.1%. 3 4E 11.0%. 5 4F 17.0%, 22 5(19.0%) B TR IR 45 47 7
& MR BEIATT AR BRI A RS R A Rk 32.0%, A EEREIRAK 5.2%. KKK, K50
T ICIEIREE AT AEAE E AR IR AT g, 53] ERCP AT 5 SRAH 24 H A7) i) B JRURS: o
A A B T R 5 A R ) D B AR 1. Saiito 2510122 O [BUBVE R FTAN 1260 Bl 15.2
WIS 454 IEUAT ERCP 8%, ERCP §i B KA BB K AEZFN 6.2% (78/1260); H.XK HEAE <6
m 454 B B RHEA RN 14.4% (54/376), HIEET 2 RKEERE >6 mm #H ] 2.7% (24/884). {ETCAER
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W, Bk H<6 mm 4547 (1 B R HEAGFIE 22.4% (15/67), $/Naifn. BRSO ML E R ik B
JEHTE ERCP MiE & WK b B 0 a — IR ER . e BN &= F & A=, MRCP B¢ CT 42
INIE U AL N A BT SRR VD, (HNBEEREIR M. IHZL R TR, B B2 ERCP HIFHMEZ T e T,

SR, MRS AR Ry K. IS EE AT SER MR K IHUEEBRIR A . A5 E P 2 E A
PR VERT A, EB BB UOEIREI A BE % B . Johansson £5[11]3& T H 8 GallRiks VEM B8R HT IHFED]
BRAH 10C RIS E LA G TSRV, 45 R 5Em AR RIE A a4 ik i ai il REkEdia
JAETHRI ERCP ARG F s RUEXT<4 mm HIGREIRI/NGE A, WA 10.7%AR 5 Rk 8 4540 7 24k
B XETRERE A B TIEATIE, MR RIAE 5 R RS Rrid s RIS A ik
TR RIE SRR A B PRI, BT A VR, B AR EE AT AR G BT AR SR R B /NG A BB AL 4
F, MTE B IA LR EARAFAE

D, H AR SR AR IR R K G s A, BRFE MR IH S S A BE T et g, nT R B RIH R . KB VP4 AS
REAFBALE “HTREAR” A5, MRCHIMES AR B B SAAE . R EIFEHE M. 2% BA TR
AR R R AN 52 T 0 DA R T TA £ AU 2 7 1y T2 A5 AU o R IHAMRLE AR E T &, 16/
EARFE VI BRI NN AN . 5 B FH ST IR YIRR, AR el IR G BSR4 fF, WA E R —{F
Wi JEHH N SE U2 W S Ab B 2 AR N TR BT AR KRS s, T Tk 2 A s AGORT I PR B 17 e 2 7 A8
HAb

4. WHTPEE: MARRTXBE S ES] ERCP BIf#IA

B Pk FER A 45 S W S — 2D AR TR 20 /2 - ASGE  $ R K SE AL IELi 5 &5 A R 3 4% I IR 32 49
NESE. P&, HEHEEZIE—SH%Z EUS. MRCP. 10C BiA i A5 246 A LUBEui2 Wi it
ERCP [4]. ESGE H1 BSG f5 g [FIFE31H ERCP N LG AN H I, FER NN T BN AL e A
W BI[S] [6]. EE Sz, IEEHERA RERE . G5r i & MR TR, (HXHm /N A AR v iU
PEERR: CT ARV THIWARE Y ok RHURIE IR A R AR g, (R 25 SR A e e A HE R /N 25 A
MRCP 6 H g BonHE 450, RAMEHEE R I E R A EUS XN S Eiss A AR
Uk, JCHEH T MRCP ARG R RGeS S5 4

SRR Y KR R E R SS A is W 18 WO &, HIELBHMER A B & & . Chhoda Z5[12]8X 6
SEIRIE S 5K B EUS 2 W3S 1) R GE VAN A Meta 2041 5755, EUS R A B0 28 1 BRI 25 20 11.2%,
RAERAEL) 9.2%, HPHESESE AL 3.4%, BHRHRAEZ 0.5%. Raza Z5E[13)3F—2 04T 375 IR ARE
Bk, RIVE MR E LI EUS BAPESE BN 31 61(8.3%), JFHRER >70 %, RIHERIERE. H
S EA I (—M>15 mm, JHFEVIR S AT £>17 mm) X BE A/ ERCP 25K & Al i mbH MR MK
o BEE R SURPUMER TP E 2% LN o IX Ul B gl fH S B Y Tk I AN [ T2 ERCP, AR
BRI, EEEEEE NSO 2R 0. e VTR s A s, TR R
PR B 4 T Y

EUS 5 MRCP FIE S 75 B 4s &0 Ve B3 Al R )@ . Afzalpurkar 25 14] 5851 Meta 7> B4
N 12 TAHFFR, EUS sk R RS 5T 50508 0.96 (95%CI: 0.92~0.98)F1 0.92 (95%CI: 0.85~0.96),
MRCP 43515 0.85 (95%CI: 0.78~0.90)F1 0.90 (95%CI: 0.79~0.96); EUS AHXF R 5 ¥ = (RR = 1.12,
95%CI: 1.05~1.19), ZWiERMMEL AT E . X—5503CHE “/hifa. mimsdifa. sl MRCP [
PEAE IR PREE” B3 5Eh AR 56 % & EUS, {H MRCP 15 BA 6. T B oRIHIE 450 0 7E £ B E B 5 5
ST AR 5

ANBHEF A B B R AL 10C [IHrE . Varone Z5[15]7E 521 % ASGE H /G i34 Hb ¢ MRCP,
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EUS #110C, MRCP R#E 68.2%. K% 83.7%- FHTETNME 74.4%. BAPETGINAE 79.2%; EUS REUE
95.0%- ¥R FE 91.2%. FHIETNE 90.5% . BIPETRIME 95.6%; T0C REUSE 78.4%. i JE 88.7%. PBHTE
TRIME 80.2%- BAPETIIIME 87.5%. %M 7N, Hhft i3 1 e FEf A NG 52 Hh O 0 50 A0 B R G B 520,
%7 EUS 8¢ 10C 7] 2, A]RELL 4l ai MRCP % A B T3 4 12 5 B ¥4 ERCP.

ERCP FiHN &L BEVA YT I E B3R5, Chiriac 25[16]7E 186 HSEMUH S E LA BE R R, %
ESGE tfEH A S MG 84 2, 4 EUS #iIAMITA &5 3 45 41(53.5%), 55A 39 1l(46.4%) A& W45 41,
PRI “faEmfa” BE R CA B RIGREEIMG AR sl SR % (aOR = 6.939). EUS
MAFRREE EARIE N(aOR = 1.220/mm) S5 5% R 45 A A OG, SRR IR 28 U] 5 5% BE 45 47 5 7 AH G (aOR = 0.075),
H=F%EIF/ AUROC K 0.788. Ftt, BIEHIar I A mifE, & BFRKILEEM. AR TR 40
NEREARY 3K, WATEAREIRIETT IRTHR N 3HT ERCP WIS, &I 4% . Fraliym s g i
KEEA, WAE FIS S E RG]

5. BBRYIBRESFAEIRA: SMATH I0C, ICGC 5BERHEEA

NHFEVIBRE F AR RIEEM QS AN EE G N Mg A. ZREA. HEEEH. H
0 2930 SO A WA A A R JIE 0 3R i B P T R T v s LU R R g s DA S ISV R K
PP oR IR EVE g5 WK n . )% MRCP Al EUS AIFEAR B SR (2 Wikl , (B SERs TAE S A 30 e A
EARFIGE TS, BEFAREET B RN RRE TS S . R g R oy s FHE
AR BB R 2 A L S FIELTE Ao 1) A0 il A 45 40 1 B S B T B

10C 72 H i i 78 i 2 AR I8 FA% 757 - Hong 48[ 17] RGEVFAT ELAL TOC 5| 237 't 1815 (indo-
cyanine green fluorescence imaging, ICG-FI)F11§ 55 75 (laparoscopic ultrasound, LUS)7E A& iz 85 IH FE DI BR
ARHE, $8 H =R EORFERHTE R AR S AV 7 T & € AL, 2025 4F SAGES A HIHIE A
TRE T RGN TR B EHESRE . X AN LE IR B )RR B i TOC,  FHA0 ) 5 U T 4F 56 4% ik
PEMEAE A, RIS 10C % ICG-FI & A LSS5 AN, 10C 8% LUS B fE AR 2GR #E 18], 12
72 E N AMRHRAL, H R IOC A RESZ A% TBUR SR A AT AR GRERRBR ], e 454k 10C B 5 #E o 4%k I0C
R RBEAE T S AR AE, BIARATARAE Y 5K . FHFThRES & . AEYEME B 28 52 . MRCP 8 CT AJ%E4G
Calot = ffj #E BB RIANE « THEEEY 5K DL AR AR BB Jevb BN A G 4

ICG I RAGE R T Wn BT . S MBSEELT, BAImE . SEr BoR FERfE i E
AR, R EAEAE T RRE MR PRANR A S T, IR IR N A A B R IR . IR
Jr e S R AEAN VI I ZEE . A A AR AT O B IR IR S A A IR, e FadE A T I B 40 /N Bl
AEHIGEEER N EE, A MK ERR 72N M TREEESES A, =R IFE
FEAEF: ICG A BT HHAH I FEACIRIE 505 AU, 10C SE3E & K30 7 i SRai MR iR W, LUS
AVERTEEIAR RN TT o AN IR BE B ] AR 4 B2 25 A1 T A SAZRAE FE S ST AR HO A B AT

AR RIS E S A G, SR T IR S RS e A . SR IESERE . s
SEVITICA . —WIAESESE T & 510, RIS ERCP LSRG REH] ERCP.  F A&l £ N B kT
AR/ BH. AE IBEEER. WEE RN RESAEZ 2T /N i) ] 54 A 80
W, PSR IR eI RSN R EUD BN A HIRRRE AT R, AT R IR IR A
ZR K&, HEENRY 5KeEIFSPEIRE R¥F, aEERsEE S ERES N EICa . X TEZ
BB IR R, A 2 IHIE SR L E IR E AL, R RIEHCE SR I280R 5 ERCP 224
MG BB, AR RSEE TG A AN RIS F [ E AR, TS AR RIS S A S Ay 22 4x A B
T ALEE, AN ESRAT AL BN THRIEE NN BB RE T
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6. JAITRE: ERCP 35, PEP N S5/ R R F 8

ERCP Bt & FELINIVITF . FLLERFEY 5k . HUA I 08 B A ER B RO R B AR T BT B Xt
FOARIH S S A A I 2R 28 . BRI . IR R R A AR S . BT Sh e AT M S B
SEORRIISE A, ERCP 51 A1 B PG g SR A RE . 45 s I G UG [1] [2] [5]0 X T RHFEVIBR A AT
CEWMINLELS A%, ARAANT ERCP BUA GHIAMETISR, £ B & %A 0T I s g e
EREPG MY, PRI rT IS REFHCR, R85 2 i TR e N B S/ RHIMER ., B
JAT: AN S5 AR A

Sl TP AE TOREIR B XU B B P 45 A« Kim Z5[19]EL#R 568 5] ERCP BUf H, R ILTCHEIRZL AN
R B ARBUA IR ARIE(96.9%E 94.4%, P = 0.295), {BLAEIRA] PEP KRG ZE T E(12.5%E
3.9%, P =0.045). Saito %5201 {77 /s TOREAR AL ERCP AH 2 AORE R A= A B RE LU 38 55 a5
HJE 1491 2ot siit— 2R, BIFRE R AEFRTREIRA 18.0% (31/172)m T HAEIRAH 6.1%
(81/1319), ¥4 UCHL )5 PEP K 2ERAN 12.6%LEE 2.8% (P = 0.003) [21]. Kadokura Z5[22]tH IR IE TIE
R4 PEP RAHK 14.6%, T AHIERYL 3.0%, OR £ 5.6, X RILFEIR, TIERA S A EWE
ERCP 24, [Ifi il AEIHE A 5K FUSLTF RN e PR Al sl o) B i 32 &0 PEP XU

AT R PR T 73— B3Rk 71X — W A . Kataoka Z5[23149 N\ 367 flfHE 4 4547 ERCP i3 H- 44
] PF 4> VLA R 85 X iwfil, 45 5 B nTChER4] PEP KAEZK 11.8%, R &S TH ISR 1.2% (P =0.01);
Z R R TR AR IE BV 4547 (OR = 9.37, 95%CI: 1.13~77.6)F1#/EI 1] > 26 min (OR = 5.29, 95%ClI:
1.26~22.3)4 PEP M7 fERG N 2. SHAMRHEITN S, X EMER A R AT ORI NS A BN
ERCP JiA—E %4, RHAEGARRCHH . TEAY IS JORERy, TR .

e e A KU B vRy . Watanabe 55 [24 1 F0 4 RISGE g 558 22 2R 38 /N 5 5 B ERCP Y697
REGEN, FIORTIERG A RARERER SRR . 3B & EBEFA Billroth II. Roux-en-Y. JEZY)
Aok A B RE E s, WEERR R FUSKERE R SRR T RE K, 38RO TE R 45 A Va7 R -
RS AN HICHEBR &GRSR, ERCP BT &2 & iU E RN WFRAE, NbA LR E S, JF
R4 2 HGE 510 EUS 51 FIH3E 51 sl /M RHR S S B AT %

LA B E AL R AN e 18] 25 [F) TR 5F . Shimojo ZF[25181 4T 75 % K LA H 8 85 40 B 38 LI E IR
SERERE WBIRIT 4 )R, WU PR TUEC S P 2H RS R AR, SORTESIR & O, TR EF S
BENGAIKBA I RER e . E0BEE O . PUe i HAE FRIRE N, — B RAEMER
FIRESE AP {H ERCP £, WL ZFFLABMR R XS TE sl DML, AR RaRE VE 45 A (DG s 2 vF
fEAFAERS . SRR . TG ar . MHIE SR RS AR E I BARE /7, i dE DU RS SR B — R R ik

PEP TP & 7677 YRR B K35 . ESGE 25T ERCP AHICA R FH 14 R A WO i i i 38R Y
FUE TR FE i, 48 A AR IE RAIE | 98D A R e R 5] SR . A E R BRI R 2 .
R RO M SO ) PR KSR T I [ DA B BN AR S B AN [26]. W TRREMIHAE S5 A, h
i) PEP TPy B S gk S I I 28 ERCP: HLRA R AE L 4T ERCP B EIAR . SMEHHIBAERZ 12N
BEni R EARAL TR EAR . IR it . MR BEEFAR MBI 0L, H BN B mH
W Ve RS . 0TI 8 B, B BCA KRy, AAeAT SR IR TE SO 2R 50, AR BEIRES
B I 2 TR .

7. FHRABSEREER
ML IR ¢ 28 e P I 2 0 e B 5 K 2B RS T ERCP (RBFIA Z — . VF % R 78 07
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YIAE MR SR, AREE4S A CHEE, IHZ R AL T BEWT % . 25 TOREAE 98 FRR S A% BHIE 4 ,
U2 ERCP 3K A IR, [ mT AE 0 PEP A HE IR . RS 8 3 B S VP B LD R R TH mr s
MERAY 5K MRCP 8( EUS 2 B ERgif, PURGR BRI BN C RV E A =S5 &
UEHE o # ARYRVE R 28 A IR 58, U SRR Sk gy B AR B R . ERCP 519 45 MR 2 Ak HLGR B 454
RS, W RITEVR S IAAT AR FE B AT 5%

FHFEVIBRA G B E Wl IR E S g, RICAAR G 88UE kA — M ohae 8.
B IREUHE % . HORIEWRBEARTIRE 4 A . RiT s o s KEIES 4. MECYIRGE, Ha
HHATRARNE T, FAREY KRR TR (B3 IR R R & . R FAE MRCP iz i 78
BEkAR, W NEE—2P EUS 80 ERCP. X T A5 R HITEAIGIR, N SR &S0, AREsk s
FLEKIhRERRNG . AR5 RS A 3 2 DL Be o 3, (B3 & IR | IR igW)& 575 52 Ik ERCP &
W, DFEANEFEA Y N E

PURE RTS8 5 3 1) B AR e I SRR TE S . ERCP FEZIWLY) I Al IH S R A 35 v] e 1
I MRS, JEHAEZE O B SCAUEN G UL NG ST B Ak R R T T . X T
WANGEF, FIER LG AR G B A B 3 A OCHE B R B2 2 f SRR 58 f 3, neygisr Y
ZAYIFECA, FeATIRIE SO AR R SR, A RS T 4% G B . MR TS, AR R [
PG I ZE DR HA A AR . JHS B R A KB A ERCP H I XU, 8 2 IR NBRAE BN

ANFIRIE TS ) 45 RAFAE S, IR R ARRE I N5 A SO RS T S5t 18 2 57 1) 32 2 iR DR A 45
NN NTEARTE, QSRR . 10C FHIEE . MR} SO i) M R s e R 2 S A M IR &5 g A
[F], /WA BRGAFIEANY K#F A RHEARE S, MREA. 2REAMIEY KFHE 5 KA
FRIIEIE S0F; 2 Wi SR, B IRF7C LA ERCP Sl BB HR A AbaiE, A A9 LABE U EIE S 2 s
Ak, RELK: . ERCP A ZAZ LG, PEP Wil it /275 JF R 10C DL R 7 IR al Kotk th 2 mshit .
BRI, ASCHE RIS A EIER NN 70 Z 0 EEAERE, 1R B — e i .

8. PEFRIERHEFTIETRISCE SIS R

WEAFZH 7Y MRCP. EUS. ERCP. 10C. AHIESE. 202 MR EAEROA At 717 A7 1E
ZEgt . FREPENE S G A0 X8 BN IE G ] PR IR R O R rpoCo it A, TR IR KRR SRR KRS . B AT
Lot XA B R I AT BBE DT IR KSR o TR R T I IR R B A A
T T S B YR AN AL R R T R v XU P9 B BRI PR A

LR IR RO 0 S 2 2 T A A a (s 5 R0 AREEp s, MR AR ariARdE. IR
A MF FDIRE. BHLLER . Jeb B/ e Wik . I E0E 5 b B CT BEATHID FIWT . Tohcth, BEm
FREEIE . MR Y KRR AR IS AR T, W 12 BBV s L R Be v AL LA A BRI
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