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Abstract

Endoscopicretrogradecholangio-pancreatography with Laparoscopic Cholecystectomy (LC) has been
applied to the treatment of cholelithiasis and choledocholithiasis. However, there are some limitations.
Patients in this group adopt Laparoscopic cholecystectomy, Laparoscopic Cholecystectomy and
Common Bile Duct Exploration (LEBDE), Endoscopic Nasobiliary Drainage (ENBD) and primary
common bile duct closure to treat cholelithiasis and choledocholithiasis. This research found that the
median follow-up time was thirty-three months (22-46 months). Only one patient had stone recurrence
in the 23th month after surgery. Above all, LC, LEBDE, ENBD and primary common bile duct closure
are effective surgical methods for treating cholelithiasis and choledocholithiasis, which have clinical
application value.
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Introduction
About 10% to 20% patients with cholelithiasis also have
choledocholithiasis [1,2]. This disease also can lead to some
complications of acute biliary pancreatitis, jaundice and acute
purulent cholangitis. Some severe cases will endanger their
life. In the era of minimally invasive surgery, the treatments
methods of cholelithiasis and choledocholithiasis include LC
(Laparoscopic Cholecystectomy) with ERCP
(Endoscopicretrogradecholangio-Pancreatography), and LC
with LCBDE (Laparoscopic cholecystectomy and common bile
duct exploration) [3]. But without a kind of surgery method for
all patients even if there are multiple surgery methods.

At present, ERCP with LC have been applied to the treatment
of cholelithiasis and choledocholithiasis. However, ERCP/EST
(Endoscopicretrogradecholangio-Pancreatography/Endoscopic
Sphincterotomy) may cause severe postoperative
complications of hemorrhage, perforation and acute
pancreatitis, also injury the function of oddi sphincter, which
can lead to remote complications of regurgitation cholangitis,
ampulla stenosis, stone recurrence, malignant tumor of biliary
duct [4-6]. More and more RCT suggest that LC with LCBDE
is safer, effective. And its cost is low, postoperative recurrence
rate is low [7-10]. However, primary closure or closures after
various effective drainage tube placements are selected after
choledochotomy, which is the discussion focus [11].

Patients in this group adopt LC, LEBDE, GNBD and primary
common bile duct closure to treat cholelithiasis and
choledocholithiasis. No stone residues are identified by
LCBDE during surgery. GNBD is placed under gastroscope

assistance, which has functions of drainage and reducing
pressure, finally reach to primary common bile duct closure.

Methods
We prospective analysed patients’ clinical data of LC, LEBDE,
GNBD and primary common bile duct closure from October,
2012 to July, 2014 in people’s hospital of Xintai city. The
diagnostic basis was clinical characteristics, B ultrasound, CT
and MRCP, which identified as cholelithiasis and
choledocholithiasis. The inclusion criteria should meet the age
from 30 to 80 years old, clinical symptoms of biliary colic or
no jaundice, the cholelithiasis and choledocholithiasis verified
by B ultrasound, CT and MRCP and the diameter more than 10
mm. The exclusion creteria include acute pancreatitis,
infectious stroke, hepatolithiasis, difficult to tolerate anesthesia
and laparoscopic surgery, liver cirrhosis and surgery history of
upper abdomen.

This study acquired approvement of Clinical Ethics Committee
of people’s hospital in Xintai city. Patients and their families
signed operation informed consent before surgery. All surgical
operation and endoscopic surgery accomplished by the same
group. Their operator had plentiful clinical experience for
operating laparoscope and endoscope.

Trocar was placed by using routine four-hole methods. Calot
triangle was dissociated. The relations between cystic duct,
artery of gallbladder and common bile duct were affirmed after
intratracheal intubation tube of patients for general anesthesia.
Cystic duct was given clipping by two Hem-o-loc clips apart
from 0.5 cm of common bile duct. We clamped and cut off
cystic duct by using one Hem-o-loc clip near to ampulla of
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gallbladder. One Hem-o-loc clip was placed on near-end of
artery of gallbladder and electrocantery was used to abruption.
Gallbladder was removed by combining anterograde and
retrograde method. Bile was extracted from upper section of
choledochoduodenum by puncture. Then common bile duct
was affirmed. Anterior wall of common bile duct was cut apart
by using electrocantery. Blood was stopped properly. Anterior
wall was cut apart about 10 mm to 15 mm vertically. Stone
would be put into self-made specimen bag (made by sterile
gloves) if stone was found at slit. Olympus CHF-P20 electronic
choledochoscope was placed into common bile duct through
puncture hole at right clavicular midline to probe. Stone in
common bile duct was taken out by using stone-fetching net
and basket. Internal and external bile duct was washed by
normal saline repeatedly.

Nasobiliary drainage was placed under gastroscope after no
tone residues examined by choledochoscope exactly. The first
step: Under the operation hole of choledochoscope, banma
guidewire (guidewire used for making ERCP, Boston Scientific
Company from America, 0.035 mm) was placed into duodenal
cavity through common bile duct and duodenal papilla. The
second step: The assistants put gastroscope through oral cavity
into descending part of duodenum (assistant should have
skilful ability of operating gastroscope). Now, the banma guide
wire can be seen from duodenal papilla. The third step:
Endoloop was placed through gastroscope operation hole into
duodenal cavity. Then the endoloop entangled banma guide
wire. Endoloop was fixed. Then gastroscope was taken out
gradually. The end of guide wire was pulled out from oral
cavity to external body. The fourth step: Guide wire was pulled
out for adequate length (the other end of guide wire at the
outside of operation hole of choledochoscope). Nasobiliary
duct was placed following guide wire (Ireland, Cook Company,
0.89 mm). Guide wire was pulled out from nasobiliary duct far
from oral cavity, which was fixed. Guide wire was pulled
backwardly by the operator of choledochoscope. The end of
nasobiliary duct was extracted at incision location of common
bile duct in abdominal cavity. The length was about 15 cm.
The back of nasobiliary duct end was clamped by using forceps
clip without wound (avoid falling off of nasobiliary duct
during guidewire extraction process). Guidewire was pulled
out from oral cavity. The fifth step: Nasobiliary end was placed
into common hepatic duct. 3-0 absorbable suture was used to
suture common bile duct interrupt. Nasobiliary duct was
extracted from nasal cavity (the method was similar to ERCP)
was similar to and fixed. The end part was connected with
drainage pack. Nasobiliary duct was extracted when there were
no bile leakage and tone residues identified by nasobiliary duct
drainage radiography after five to seven days of surgery.

All patients were given liver function and B ultrasound
examination in the first, third, sixth, twelfth month after
leaving hospital. It was necessary to do CT or MRCP
examination sometimes. To explicit whether stone recurred.
Once re-examination every year after one year.

Results
The age, sex, clinical symptoms, recovery during and after
surgery of patients were seen as Table 1. All patients had no
conversion to open abdominal surgery. The body temperature
of one patient (2%) exceeded 38.5 degrees. No biliary leakage
and acute pancreatitis were found.

Table 1. Patient characteristics and clinical outcome dates.

Variable GNBD (n=50)

Age (years) 62 ± 11 (30-80)

Sex (Female) (%) 39 (78%)

Clinical symptoms (%)

Biliary colic 50 (100%)

Jaundice 9 (18%)

Fever 6 (12%)

CBD (Common Bile Duct) diameter in US (mm) 13.4 ± 2.4 (10-20)

CBD stones ≥ 3 (%) 9 (18%)

Operative time (min) 126.6 ± 18.7 (90-180)

Intraoperative blood loss (ml) 82.6 ± 39.9 (40-200)

Inflammation or edema of the CBD wall 7 (14%)

Time to first flatus (days) 1.5 ± 0.6 (1-3)

Hospital stay (days) 7.5 ± 0.8 (6-9)

Values are mean ± SD (range) or n (%); CBD: Common Bile Duct.

The median follow-up time was thirty-three months (22-46
months). Only one patient had stone recurrence in the 23rd

month after surgery (Table 2). This patient was male, 58 years
old. He lost follow-up after surgery. He was admitted into
hospital because of five-hour abdominal pain in the 23rd month
after surgery. B ultrasound suggested choledocholithiasis. He
was given this surgery treatment again.

Table 2. Complications.

Complications GNBD (n=50)

Bile leakage 0

Fever 1 (2%)

Retained stones 0

Postoperative bleeding 0

Acute pancreatitis 0

Biliary stricture 0

Recurrent CBD stones 1 (2%)

Total 2
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CBD: Common Bile Duct; NA: Not Available.

Discussion
This study has improved existed minimally invasive surgery.
Using LC, LEBDE, GNBD and primary common bile duct
closure to treat cholelithiasis and choledocholithiasis. The
results show it has advantages of quick recovery of patients
after surgery, less complications, low remote complications,
which is a worthy surgical method for clinical application.

With the development of minimally invasive surgery,
laparoscope with endoscope becomes the best methods for
treating cholelithiasis and choledocholithiasis [12,13]. The
present minimally invasive treatment method was used widely,
which not only has its indications and advantages, also has its
disadvantages: First, LC, LCBDE, T tube drainage have
disadvantages of long hospital stay, bile loss after surgery, long
time of T tube placement and indwelling after surgery. Second,
LC, LCBDE and primary common bile duct closure, its
surgical indication is very narrow. Common bile duct is short
of effective drainage. Spasm and edema of papillary muscle
after surgery, inflammatory edema of lesion of bile duct
mucosa and blood clot has formed, which can cause unsmooth
of bile duct, bile leakage, stenosis of bile duct and acute
pancreatitis. Third, LC, ERCP, EST, ERCP is conducted
whatever before, during or after surgery, the effects of LC with
ERCP/EST have no differences in treating cholelithiasis and
choledocholithiasis [14]. But ERCP may induce biliary
infection, acute pancreatitis, hemorrhage of digestive tract and
perforation. Incision of Odd’s sphincter can induce some
remote complications of retroinfection of biliary duct,
hemorrhage, stenosis of ampulla and cancer [4-6]. And the
patients need staging surgery (ERCP conducted before or after
LC). The cost is high.

In recent years, many randomized control studies suggest, LC
with LCBDE are safer than ERCP/EST with LC. The cost of
LC with LCBDE is low. The recurrence rate of stone after
surgery is low [8,15]. ERCP/EST and LC are mainly used for
treatment of high-risk patients, such as acute biliary
pancreatitis and cholangitis and progressive increase jaundice
[16]. Low-risk patients can select LC and LCBDE surgery,
which can protect Odd’s sphincter especially for young people
[7]. However, the process of common bile duct incision for
extracting stone may cause injury of biliary duct wall, edema
of duodenal papilla, inflammatory exudates, which may cause
high pressure of biliary duct [17]. Therefore, selecting primary
common bile duct closure or closure after various drainage
placement after incision of common bile duct is still a
discussion focus.

T tube placement after tone extraction of common bile duct
incision, which can lower the pressure of biliary duct, avoid the
risk of bile leakage [18]. Mehmood study [19] finds that,
during laparotomy surgery, patients with nasobiliary placement
after failure of ERCP stone extraction compare with patients
with T tube placement. The decompression function of
nasobiliary duct is equal to T tube. The extraction time of

nasobiliary is shorter than T tube (6.515 ± 0.905 vs. 11.727 ±
1.536, P<0.001). And the nasobiliary is more easily to be
extracted safely. Patients with extrusion of early nasobiliary
drainage duct after surgery have no bile leakage and biliary
peritonitis. In addition, Cai and Zhang [20,21] find that,
surgical indications of primary common bile duct closure
include: first, the diameter of common bile duct is over 8mm.
Second, wall of common bile duct and odd sphincter have
slight inflammation and edema. Because patients with thin
common bile duct, severe inflammation of wall of biliary duct,
biliary peritonitis are easily have bile leakage. These patients
need to lower the pressure of common bile duct and drainage
[13,20-23]. LCBDE of patients in this group (7, 14%) have
obvious edema in wall of common bile duct. But there is no
bile leakage after surgery, which may has relations with
nasobiliary duct drainage. Therefore, nasobiliary has function
of lowering pressure of biliary duct effectively.

Holder placement of biliary duct is another effective method
for stone extraction of common bile duct incision of
laparoscope. One randomized control study of Vivek finds that,
holder placement after stone extraction can shorten hospital
stay effectively, promote recovery of patients’ activity. And the
complication occurrence isn’t increase [14,15]. Then holder
should be extracted under endoscope after surgery. There are
risks for internal holder displacement, obstruction, perforation
of duodenum [14,15,24-28]. Nasobiliary placement can avoid
complications caused by internal holder effectively.

The advantages of nasobiliary duct under gastroscope during
surgery have, first, expansion of indications of primary
common bile duct closure of common bile duct under
laparoscope. Nasobiliary duct has function of drainage, which
can lower pressure of biliary duct and reduce occurrence of
bile leakage. Second, it is not needed staging surgery. It also
can shorten hospital stay and lower cost. Third, it can reserve
the function and structure of sphincter without incision of
Odd’s sphincter.

Disadvantages: Surgeon should be familiar with gastroscope
operation during surgery, or need cooperation of endoscopic
department. The process is a little tedious.

Surgery matters: First, avoiding quick extraction of guidewire
during process, in case of injury of duodenal papilla. Second,
advising anaesthetist to observe trachea cannula when
gastroscope is placed, in case of falling off.

Conclusion
In conclusion, this research found that LC, LEBDE, GNBD
and primary common bile duct closure may be effective
surgical methods for treating cholelithiasis and
choledocholithiasis, which have clinical application value.

References
1. Ko CW, Lee SP. Epidemiology and natural history of

common bile duct stones and prediction of disease.
Gastrointest Endosc 2002; 56: 165-169.

A group of cases of cholelithiasis and choledocholithiasis treated by three scopes under gastroscope assistance

Biomed Res- India 2017 Special Issue S544
Special Section: Health Science and Bio Convergence Technology



2. Tazuma S. Gallstone disease: Epidemiology, pathogenesis,
and classification of biliary stones (common bile duct and
intrahepatic). Best Pract Res Clin Gastroenterol 2006; 20:
1075-1083.

3. Bencini L, Tommasi C, Manetti R. Modern approach to
cholecysto-choledocholithiasis. World J Gastrointest
Endosc 2014; 6: 32-40.

4. Andriulli A, Loperfido S, Napolitano G. Incidence rates of
post-ERCP complications: a systematic survey of
prospective studies. Am J Gastroenterol 2007; 102:
1781-1788.

5. Lauter DM, Froines EJ. Laparoscopic common duct
exploration in the management of choledocholithiasis. Am
J Surg 2000; 179: 372-374.

6. Kim KY, Han J, Kim HG. Late complications and stone
recurrence rates after bile duct stone removal by
endoscopic sphincterotomy and large balloon dilation are
similar to those after endoscopic sphincterotomy alone.
Clin Endosc 2013; 46: 637-642.

7. Cuschieri A, Lezoche E, Morino MEAES. Multicenter
prospective randomized trial comparing two-stage vs.
single-stage management of patients with gallstone disease
and ductal calculi. Surg Endosc 1999; 13: 952-957.

8. Rogers SJ, Cello JP, Horn JK. Prospective randomized trial
of LC+LCBDE vs. ERCP/S+LC for common bile duct
stone disease. Arch Surg 2010; 145: 28-33.

9. Lee HM, Min SK, Lee HK. Long-term results of
laparoscopic common bile duct exploration by
choledochotomy for choledocholithiasis: 15-year
experience from a single center. Ann Surg Treat Res 2014;
86: 1-6.

10. Ding G, Cai W, Qin M. Single-stage vs. two-stage
management for concomitant gallstones and common bile
duct stones: a prospective randomized trial with long-term
follow-up. J Gastrointest Surg 2014; 18: 947-951.

11. Yin Z, Xu K, Sun J. Is the end of the T-tube drainage era in
laparoscopic choledochotomy for common bile duct stones
is coming? A systematic review and meta-analysis. Ann
Surg 2013; 257: 54-66.

12. Gurusamy KS, Koti R, Davidson BR. T-tube drainage
versus primary closure after laparoscopic common bile duct
exploration. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013; 6.

13. Decker G, Borie F, Millat B. One hundred laparoscopic
choledochotomies with primary closure of the common bile
duct. Surg Endosc 2003; 17: 12-18.

14. Alexakis N, Connor S. Meta-analysis of one- vs. two-stage
laparoscopic/endoscopic management of common bile duct
stones. HPB (Oxford) 2012; 14: 254-259.

15. Mangla V, Chander J, Vindal A. A randomized trial
comparing the use of endobiliary stent and T-tube for

biliary decompression after laparoscopic common bile duct
exploration. Surg Laparosc Endosc Percutan Tech 2012; 22:
345-348.

16. Tse F, Yuan Y. Early routine endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography strategy versus early
conservative management strategy in acute gallstone
pancreatitis. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2012; 5.

17. Holdsworth RJ, Sadek SA, Ambikar S. Dynamics of bile
flow through the human choledochal sphincter following
exploration of the common bile duct. World J Surg 1989;
13: 300-304.

18. Williams JA, Treacy PJ, Sidey P. Primary duct closure
versus T-tube drainage following exploration of the
common bile duct. Aust N Z J Surg 1994; 64: 823-826.

19. Wani MA, Chowdri NA, Naqash SH. Closure of the
common duct -endonasobiliary drainage tubes vs. t tube: a
comparative study. Indian J Surg 2010; 72: 367-372.

20. Zhang HW, Chen YJ, Wu CH. Laparoscopic common bile
duct exploration with primary closure for management of
choledocholithiasis: a retrospective analysis and
comparison with conventional T-tube drainage. Am Surg
2014; 80: 178-181.

21. Cai H, Sun D, Sun Y. Primary closure following
laparoscopic common bile duct exploration combined with
intraoperative cholangiography and choledochoscopy.
World J Surg 2012; 36: 164-170.

22. Isla AM, Griniatsos J, Wan A. A technique for safe
placement of a biliary endoprosthesis after laparoscopic
choledochotomy. J Laparoendosc Adv Surg Tech A 2002;
12: 207-211.

23. Gersin KS, Fanelli RD. Laparoscopic endobiliary stenting
as an adjunct to common bile duct exploration. Surg
Endosc 1998; 12: 301-304.

24. Tang CN, Tai CK, Ha JP. Antegrade biliary stenting versus
T-tube drainage after laparoscopic choledochotomy-a
comparative cohort study. Hepatogastroenterology 2006;
53: 330-334.

25. Kim EK, Lee SK. Laparoscopic treatment of
choledocholithiasis using modified biliary stents. Surg
Endosc 2004; 18: 303-306.

*Correspondence to
Li Yingjun

Department of Minimally Invasive Surgery

The people s Hospital of Xintai City

PR China

 

Yingjun/Yulan/Hui/Xutao/Jing

Biomed Res- India 2017 Special Issue S545
Special Section: Health Science and Bio Convergence Technology


	Contents
	A group of cases of cholelithiasis and choledocholithiasis treated by three scopes under gastroscope assistance.
	Abstract
	Keywords:
	Accepted on March 28, 2017
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	References
	*Correspondence to


