o ~ 7 5 Sz pepe
IG5 - vr(_q b7 202549 7 5 H 45 34 %55 17 1
Clinical Research China Pharmaceuticals Vol. 34, No. 17, September 5,2025

525 R932; R285.6 XERFRERD: A
d0i:10.3969 / j.issn.1006 — 4931.2025.17.023

'%I:ﬁ?rﬁﬂhﬂﬁﬂ R A BERRENAARG
iafr X’E“""EHEEF""Q*EIIW?'EMQ*

INKH, BRE,FILE,FKkiE, £ E

(M FFHEMES —EK, M KK 075100)

BE:HN ot 5w a s Mk o2l 4t & e KJg — B 46 Ris 7 3t riﬂ B g UE B 0 s R IT A, VAR AT B B AEAR
By S Hrn ik RIRER 2021 45 A £ 2024 4 5 ARGEH SR G F 2455 B 120 4], 3 ALK 5 Rk 5 A IR
B Fo 3T AL, & 60 B L& 4 ) TSR G R EFIRERE ARG — e RiE 7 MEAmA L ws ER WEREREES
96. 67%, 2% & T 24 2849 85. 00%(P < 0. 05) LA #H KGR ARG R JT T8 RH ARG BT 13 B 42 T8 4L(P < 0. 05), 3L
R B AL TAEITT 9k (VAS) 7T 49 R F AR T A B AL(P <0.05) 3677 )5, AL E&F 6 F BIE4E (R IIK & B H IR EAR B 2
BROBAR )R T A5 AR (R RBR AR BB RNNARARRASSME Aglead wFEead, THemBEE CD, F CD, K
P34 B E K, AL BT AR (P <0.05); AL &40 T A S le BB CD" K-F3RFIHEH(P<0.05), BUFH B
2 T AT RAL(P <0.05) VL5 20 Ao 3 B2 & & B A 5F R & & #2485 (15.00% ¥ 18.33%,P > 0.05) £85I 2 w937 4 B LI Bk
SN AR E B R )G — B A& R G I MEG e B8 45 B 09 W JRIT A RAF, 7T AR B 2 o F RAEAR ARG, L& SR ) R BT 2 AE 4%
AR RBAREERAEE, BZ oK R,

KR LW PIEARASEEAGIRER e A — PSR 28T L 6, ¥ ERERS T ; 1 RIT 2

Clinical Observation of Wusi Decoction Assisted One — Stage Suture After Laparoscope
Combined with Cholangioscope Exploration and Stone Removal in the Treatment of

Patients with Refractory Choledochoolithiasis
SUN Tairan,LYU Jiandong ,XI Jiangwei,LUO Bingqging , WANG Xuan
(The Second Affiliated Hospital of Hebei North University , Zhangjiakou ,Hebei,China  075100)

X EHE 1006 - 4931(2025)17 - 0114 — 04

Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical efficacy of Wusi Decoction assisted one — stage suture after laparoscope combined
with cholangioscope exploration and stone removal in the treatment of patients with refractory choledochoolithiasis,and its effect on

the patients’ traditional Chinese medicine (TCM) syndrome scores and liver function. Methods A total of 120 patients with
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refractory choledochoolithiasis admitted to the hospital from May 2021 to May 2024 were selected and divided into the observation
group and the control group by the random number table method,with 60 cases in each group. The patients in the two group were
treated with laparoscope combined with cholangioscope exploration and stone removel, on this basis, the patients in the observation
group received additional treatment with Wusi Decoction. Results The total effective rate in the observation group was 96.67%,
which was significantly higher than 85.00% in the control group (P < 0.05). The time for postoperative hospitalization,
postoperative feeding, and first anal exhaust in the observation group was significantly shorter than that in the control group
(P < 0.05),and the visual analog scale (VAS) score in the observation group was significantly lower than that in the control
group (P < 0.05). After treatment, the scores of TCM syndromes (abdominal pain and bloating, right shoulder swelling, indigestion,
decreased appetite) , liver function indexes [alanine aminotransferase (ALT) , aspartate aminotransferase (AST) , direct bilirubin
(DBiL) , serum total bilirubin (TBiL),T lymphocyte subsets CD,* and CD,* levels] in the two groups significantly decreased,and
those in the observation group were significantly lower than those in the control group (P < 0.05).The CDg * level of
T lymphocyte subsets in the two groups significantly increased (P < 0.05),and that in the observation group was significantly
higher than that in the control group (P < 0.05). The incidence of perioperative complications in the observation group was
comparable to that in the control group (15.00% wvs. 18.33%,P > 0.05). Conclusion Wusi Decoction assisted one — stage suture
after laparoscope combined with cholangioscope exploration and stone removel has good clinical efficacy and safety in the treatment
of patients with refractory choledochoolithiasis, which can reduce the patients’ TCM syndrome score,improve immune function and liver
function indexes,and alleviate postoperative pain.

Key words: Wusi Decoction; laparoscope combined with cholangioscope exploration and stone removel; one — stage suture;

choledocholithiasis; TCM syndrome score;liver function;clincal efficacy
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Tab.8 Comparison of liver function indexes between the two groups (X + s,n = 60)
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