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Abstract

Objective: To explore the alternative methods of T-tube drainage in common bile duct exploration.
Methods: Open common bile duct exploration (OCBDE) was done in patients with common bile
duct (CBD) stones. After extraction of stones, the bowknot-liked stent was pushed into the distal
part of the bile duct and lumen of the duodenum over a guide wire. The CBD incision was primarily
closed. Results: This technique was used in 31 patients. While T-tube placement was performed in
30 patients of control group. The average postoperative hospital stay was 5.7 and 9.5 days (P <
0.05). There was no difference between the two groups on both the early postoperative complica-
tions and liver function. All the stents had been discharged with stool. The average time of the
stent discharge was (13.8 + 2.91) postoperative days. Conclusion: During OCBDE, it was an effi-
cient alternative method to place the bowknot-liked stent at the lower end of common bile duct. It
can reduce the complications related to T-tubes.
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F 1. WAARGEREE. AFTHAER & EAILLE (X £5)

e 1% AJEARBEH RJ5 5 d B HEEE AJE 5d MLEJHLE BEMKCIH IR
- ) (UIL) (umol/L) (%)

fa il 31 9.1+38 322+14.9 220+13.1 0

T A 30 149+48 345+16.2 21.3£9.9 1/40 (JHIR)

DOI: 10.12677/acrs.2017.61001 3 M ANEEF ARG BT 5L


https://doi.org/10.12677/acrs.2017.61001

WR%E %

FEAT LTS IR EE T2 A SR BORAT B AR, (BN A T RRUE E VDT IO JE BEE U 5130, ORI .
FEAEREW], SIRAIEE 5 RIFThRetatn 5 T &AL, WA E] TR SRR . ABHTRER
IR ST SORVE ST T &SI e T © B 7B AR RIS E M AEA T & RS E
LR JE BOFEIOE, (RISt % 1 IV A Z R HUARIA REEm . @ 4k 7 FARGER (a]. 534k
LB SOREIRA A FIMS: © AT/ NS Bl “WIRESTE , H IR SCHEARE B T
B 1 SO SR AT IBVE 1A MR X (8] 9(13.8 + 2.91) d, T EFAF A IR PR EE SR AR 51 ) o
“HIRAETE I e e AL AT PRI 2 4 A [ E T L, EAEREY TSR 9~14 d I RIS AR SR T R
BEAR B AR [5], B PR T MR SOk 0 AR (AR 5 1 AT T 2%, S BCCAVE R 2508 BAT I - @ 1%
WSCBRE MR- RS, B, HaARE - AR IR R A SRR, NSRS TR S T e
WIBITHRIE R AN B, AN SCOVE R ATER A B X 28 N B3, IR LRGP S S8
oz B PR AR AME L. @ WIRES AR SO 2RI s W BRIAREE M, LS54 AT AR 1 SO AT
BEANJEE, AZ3MREHITE I s A& BERIHES T RIS I v ik NI IRt — D HE R AR A

SR ES TN S SOR G R A AE SR AV R R, T el ORI E T RE. W RN
i BT ERY . PRIDRES A IR PR W T B AT A R RN, S T A2 B BR
X AR A BE B 450 OIS BR & (W& I N S50 L ACRI T & 51, L AR e xR g A .
BRI FCUESE 1 $IMR A T IS SRS IR AT ATV, (B RIAR R R T &85 RAIHIE SO A 1
flt IR A A RA WD, DYRAEIERAE AR S5 3 AL, ANRESE. EFRE A ORI
BEVDHRERG RS, JHE™ R ERE T ARERIER O, AN Ik as AL E SCORG R . AF AR5
XA EACT & Sl — k%,

E&UH
ARG IR R RIS, W H 415 201616016.

SE ik (References)

[1] Stoker, M.E., Leveillee, R.J., McCann, J.C., et al. (1991) Laparoscopic Common Bile Duct Exploration. Journal of
Laparoendoscopic & Advanced Surgical Techniques A, 1, 287-293.

[2] Isla, A.M., Griniatsos, J. and Wan, A. (2002) A Technique for Safe Placement of a Biliary Endoprosthesis after Lapa-
roscopic Choledochotomy. Journal of Laparoendoscopic & Advanced Surgical Techniques A, 12, 207-211.

[8]1 MR, &£, =¥, 5 BEEHSERAEAR 693 Flk ], F4FEsMEE, 2004, 19(2): 82-84.
[4] Gkfd, TEyEd, R, 5 NHEE NS ETEESE RO EREN AT R[] R e R RE, 2006,
12(1): 21-23.

[6]1 HEAE, Tirz, mRkg, 5 BEEEINSERA 2 E AT HvE I BUHE S 4 51K 150 B [3]. AR SR
4k 7E, 2013(25): 96-99.

DOI: 10.12677/acrs.2017.61001 4 M ANEEF ARG BT 5L


https://doi.org/10.12677/acrs.2017.61001

Hans X

BT BRRE R EZ 0 RS
1. HREITERRS (QQ. Wis. A ES)
2. CNSIUTC B A 3E
3. 24 /NI DAY FRE I 9 BT 5 1)
4. RUF BRI A
5. BV RATIRE
6. IRk E
7. EMEE SN ETR

PeREiE ST http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
HATIMEAE: acrs@hanspub.org



http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:acrs@hanspub.org

	Comparative Study of Modified Biliary Stent and T-Tube Drainage in Common Bile Duct Exploration
	Abstract
	Keywords
	胆总管探查改良自行脱落胆管支架引流与T管引流的比较
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 资料与方法
	2.1. 一般资料
	2.2. 改良的蝴蝶结形胆管内支架管 
	2.3. 方法

	3. 统计学分析
	4. 结果
	5. 讨论
	基金项目
	本课题为临沂市科技发展计划项目，项目编号：201616016。
	参考文献 (References)

