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SR RTEGIRA (124 5)) —WaE G (1226 . FLE ARG R R I E A AR AR PERE B AR & AR pess ) ARG —4F
SOE LR LBFAMMAEI 2R, ER ARG VS TE A G K H ;T8 5 AIA S IO Ry S KiE & 42 %.(2.02%)
T A M (1.23%) 0P 25 7 RG22 X (P=0.315) . —WI8EA LT AR E] B0 DA 1A it e] ARG A2 B B ) 2
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MRS A RE WWEM R G, UILEE T BANERE . WA ERE R, 2585
BEZ UL AE 5%~20% YNBSS R 10% AR i FRE L (P>0.05) . WLk 1.
VIR AR B T 5 B S A 456 R IR YT 1 BHARE WAL
D5 EAS AR A, H T BIR T 7 S8 A0 45 I s 45 0 S A 4R B TR WS
ity iy fE  PlE

H(n=124) 2H(n=122)
AR (%) 43.3+11.9 40.9+9.9 1.800 0.890
P (5B 4, ) 55/69 50/72  0.929 0.628

7 R (laparoscopic common bile duct exploration,
LCBDE) Fll N 55 T 1% 47 Ji# 10 4 & 52 (endoscopic retro-
grade cholangio—pancreatography , ERCP) U7 AR, H

" LCBDE i % K725 LCBDE A5 H S48 19 A R RE S (kg/m>) 29, 124.9  29.2+4.2 3.444 0.871
HF R TR T EIN s g A PP
. TSP IR ST IR A A 1 E‘;ﬁif’fg Z :z; Z Zii ! ;tz X Z:
%Eﬁﬁﬁm*[l%a%%%Eg‘%%qj%ﬂﬁ%mo =, AST(U/Lg) 43.5+14.3 39.9+17.0 2.110 0.348
LCBDE AR HIPT A F AR IROER. ABE ALT(U/L) 74.1+11.7 68.0+13.7 1.957 0.376
BB S S PR 56— R R e A B DO 4 4 B AE A A2 (mm)  12.9£3.9  13.5%3.7 2.716 0.984
B ER O ZORE, LU T & 51— 45 PR 7 X 24 22 4 i (f) L a14 0608
Y2 AR R R, B A IBEE G 7 XY ik ae e Y 36 30
B Ly o8 0

: i RAEAR (1)) 0.239 0.794
1 #ERGHZE i - o
L1 — 8okl mIBE 4T 2018 4F 1 H & 2022 4F 1 W 97 102
A2 BB R 5250 — B B2 e AR 380 5 X H IR AR} 246 iiﬁﬁﬁﬁ zi ?Z

147 LCBDE 1 I B4 45 A 8 & Im IR % K, R #ig
LCBDE A J& HAE A& 7 A 4 AL T 455 1R A
(n=124) . —HHBE &4 (n=122) . AW A B F%

L TBIL R BHLLZE  DBIL R HAEIRLL 2, AST A BL R

Big, ALT A4 N 56 20 -
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1.2 PASHERIRME A ASRIE: D4R 18 2
i 3t R 228 R R IR B IE A 3 52 (magnetic
resonance cholangiopancreatography , MRCP) &% 115 #L Wt
JZ 1 # (computed tomography, CT) 2 Wr H iH & 4 45
A1 @A IR 0. 8~2. 5 cm; @MRCP 73 AT T
BT 1 s @8 W E S AU B RS

HEBR R E : QO 2 AT BELPE Ak e PR AR A 48 JIEL I Pk e
JiR 58 B IE i | HIE B JE 2 s @QMRCP 7R JH G A8 I
Ui B 7 L Sk LS B B 5 5 B AV JTF 48 0 i G Al
A RE T EUTF 3 A 00 s @A R4 52 M8 s B T AR A0
Jifi B DI REAN 42 A3 s A B 1)) BE R A5 S 2 s o fit
] i) £ 2 s ©TE AL AT — A IEfE 2 I AR s 2
I At X 55 25 W ) 26 2 s OB I A PN IR 4 41 4
®iFf7id ERCP IAITH .
1.3 ik WEERE AN D% BFARBILL AR S T
BORE, QARG MR BB E A SUIHEL R (total bili-
rubin, TBIL) | B 4% 021 % (direct bilirubin, DBIL) 4 %
% % 1 (aspartate aminotransferase, AST) | 2% N % & i
(alanine aminotransferase, ALT) JIH S H AR B RS E 45
A1 EAR JE RV S5 RO L RAE IR K T AR AR S A
Pig

B A TR th B BRANREAR RT3 44 SMFHER Uil 58
B, PR HPAT IR E VT . FE SR R 4 B
IR B HORIEAT TR S AU S A IE 2 = AR
R+ 45 m iy, W g IS4 Ingezh ik 0S4
SV T Hem—o-lock & P41 JIE 4% 2y Jiik K IH 248, 1 IHLGL
EHTEEY) T2 8~10 mm BT U) E,Ff IH I 52 (H A
Olympus 2 F]) A R4, il 3L Dormia W5 HUH 25
A1 o R TR BRI B 4547 AT IR AL A, O 2540 5
ZE A TE B UE S 45 A 76 AN R

Hrb, T GIRAER T E510 : FH 4-0 ATk
BELSE S NHEE T Bl A MU 5 2K EEE AU
RERES| o T (A T B Y e 5 i As , R
I8F F 24F, —WISEG WSS ] 4-0
AR IS SE L 1 SR BRI T . TR R T IS A
B 5 BoR A B K sk DA A A T e, BT A B
TERT B RRss RS A
1.4 ARIGAI SR E ARG BUN 4T FIE 3
B E N, —WEGHBFH ARG 48~72h,
TN JC AT, WK B 5 L A e th B o an AR B8t IR T
HBEA R, T S thBe L 112 E W2, HE)
MR SCHT . T &SI IFAL 72 b, RJG 5 5~7 RAT T &
W A IR R B A5 HE R s R e T 1
W24 h IR sE el T A NI E BREs 5 a8 S #5
T B, AN RO, WAEARFE 12 J4

S UEFEIETY WG 1T 4 dE R B Ay B . A AN
i H IO A 5% B8, WISl A T 4% 24 /NIE, JC 9 L R 4R
IR SRR BT Bk T4 . A B a0 B ARG
851.3.6.12 ™ H AT, AT HFDI e ISR ARG
A, R JCIRE S5 A AR B L %
1.5 WIS AR SVE M b B 45 R AR JF
RS PEIE RORE , B HE AT RR PR B g IR R IR
ERAEMA G —FL A5 RE, KBS R TF AR
B8] RS U1 IF A B A B[] A B ) ) Ak 52 0F 6 3% 3
BF ] BE 2% T E5 A BR R RIS 58 1 RS BT
A3 E 3 (visual analogue scale, VAS) T4y

IR 5 1A A I KT 3 d s IR 5 i it
KT 100 mL/do PRI B AR 1) SR & B R ak 4
JE R 5%, 38 A 28 00 R 5Pk T R 7R E K h & 3R
HY BRI PR E Ll MRCP 587 JH A A2 1 BO: 46
AN IRAS YRR S IRAE R G SR FE R R R
JFOIRE S SiAsR e e  ERE 6 AN
MR B EAESS A 85 A2 KM E O, fE )
FIIR B S5 A 2 2 bR AR T 6 A H Byt Ia] K A= 45
A RIGH 1 KA VAS PEFRMEIL S 4 92,0 43
SETCIIN L 1~3 Zr SRR BEIRIR , 4~6 3 & Th BEYR L 7~10
3R T YO
1.6 Guitsgdrik i SPSS 26. 0 HEATLEIHAHT . IE
Dot a TR Dlaxs R, 48] L ECR F ST REAS
K6 s THECTER R H H ot s, ek F Kruskal -
Wallis #55. LA P<0.05 225 HAS2E L

2 &R

2.1 JRRAEICEE MHARE 1 F8TCE A 5 kb
T 4 510 4 A J5 MG 5 55 M OF & & AE 6 (10/124,
8.06%) = T — W58 &40 (6/122,4.92%) ,(H W4l 2 7
Tegiit2EE X (P=0.315),

2.2 RPEAREMRLE —B2A dF AR HE R
SV A TR AR5 3 BE s [B] PRS2 AE I Bl s
FET TETIWMA, REH 1 R VAS LT T &
Sl , Z S HEA S8 L (P<0.05) . P4 B
WM EE AFERF LR, 2RIG5>
0.05). MW 2.

JELEAE 2 A1 /e BRI TR A, BRigt L I = 40, Il
BB SO G AER MR B IR R R AT R bR
I A IE B AN A . BER LR [ 2
TR PR S R, N AR TR A A4 i, e L EL R 45
(0 A R A B ARG ke S . B AT, AR IRYTY
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x2 WHRBRAREBERLER

LD TEF 4 (n=124) — W% A4 (n=122) i P1E
FABSE] (min) 117.17. 1 102. 4+7. 8 9.174 0.014
ARJGAEBERFA (d) 4. 6+0. 8 2.7+0. 4 8. 640 0. 030
fiEBE S (OT) 20 158.9+716. 6 19 768. 2+709. 0 0.428 0.172
ARIGH 1R VASTEF(43) 6.3=1.1 3.020.7 11.492 <0. 001
PRSI & 1% SR E] (d) 19.4+3.3 13.242.9 13.020 0. 001
SRR (%) 100 100 1.183 0.739
AREAE DI FF AR M A B A] (min) 18.9+3. 1 10.0+1.9 3.390 0. 033

1 : VAS P LS BALLIT 53
I B 8 7 1) 2327 X, LCBDE W vA YT IR A &5
()8 1E 7 v, B S A U, R i A R &5 4 AR
ok a4 Ry Oddi FEANERE LS. LCBDE RJ5
W EE AN T &SI —% s HE
TE £ Rl 7 A A AR BRI 41, R B R G — 3t
P ORI LR T T A 51— 4 5 7E LCBDE
AR5 RS PR A v i 0 R g 2k | DU A I
PR At X ELAG AH R 4% A A8 AIE 10 RS BE R 5 18 O BRLEA
A5 7 R LS

45K LCBDE RJGAT TAF 51, H T & & A S
e AT R I O RE R AR R R . SO RIE T
— W% 57 LCBDE RJ5 2L 17H, Bl 1T FAR
BRI A BT ] . ARBFGE T, ARG 1 AR E4s A
2RI T 48 5 A G RHGE R S I i & A R
T— W2 G54 (P>0.05), "] fig /& K 4 0ddi 45 29 WL
Ji 5 RS RHE g e, Bl s e T A RE A% A 1) B R R
FREL MAESORERA —EME LR, AHEAR
g, AT B E ARG —AE Nk IR S S A R
Ko AWFEPGE BB ESOE RS T iR mILk
FEANIREM . + I HFLLFELNLED 0ddi 45
AL, HAEGE R NGB RS AR R T (B 1k + 38 ik
T B Lk R A B =2 () R A S5 T e A TR AR
FH2 . Oddi 45 29 ML) RE 2% I8 B 45 40 52 0 25 S 50 I
KINREA RBHESR BUR IR+ 48 Ml R 5%
I R B A IHGE AT S5 6 5 ko ARWFoE i iR
PR LCBDE , AR By At 47 17 534 19 Oddi $5249
WL, X AT RE RS o4 A 2 R MEZRN . Ak, BTl
BEF RSP HLE G AT CT MRCP G528 FFkE,
B 25 A0 A0 KN B0 B B i B VAR v 38k i
B ERE R AR, e KRR B 0 R A AR TE B AL 3, AR A
AR i BR 45 A, T RE SR A RIS TP ok R IR R 4
AFRENEERE,

JIRASS 5 IR 1 R 5 2 AR B R R 5 48k 2D
UL IE R AE o Xiao 5 HRE WoR , T A AT G35 K
W ER AR 52, I H R R R 5 IR A R & A SRR

A HE BN, — B4 A AR 5 IR M AR 1 &
AT TES IR AA R 2E5 A EE . AR,
W2 3 oA S A R 1 R 2R sl IR 4R, s R IR
BFEHAE AN FEEM S LS, AMRLERE W
SRR — 8 XTRESE AR T T A SR BB A AL
Slu ARy, — s S AEAR P ESE R4S O, A
RREGR T RRAE SRR T MR 1 2 A

AR B, — W4 A 4 F AR RS
FEAR A G i 8] A S5 A B s 18] 9 2 0 15 Sl ) 4%
T TESIRA, ARG 1 X VAS FEMET T 51 A
(P #<0.05) . —WI4EA 4 F A FNA LG DI OC ] B
[T T A 510, v B8 P — AR A 2 — T AN i)
R EEE X —45 RS Zhou PR —3. T H51H
M FAREHE A K, ATRES T & B HER B AR & i
A, —HsEABEREE 1 K VAS TP BT
TSI, W AESE A T 45 4L B 75 Z K ]
AT T L, B T R R R Y . WIE R A
JE DA, 28 AR S 3 B Bt (] K &2 1E 36 B0 B ) B 3
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