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Abstract

Common bile duct stones (CBDSs) are a common disease, and endoscopic therapy is the first-line
treatment modality for this disease; However, difficult larger CBDSs (diameter > 15 mm) are diffi-
cult to be removed by conventional endoscopic modalities, requiring endoscopic papillary large
balloon dilation (EPLBD), mechanical lithotripsy (ML), cholangioscopy-assisted lithotripsy, extra-
corporeal shock wave lithotripsy (ESWL), and biliary stenting interventions. We reviewed the
clinical efficacy, adverse events in the above mentioned techniques for the treatment of difficult
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large CBDSs and factors associated with stones non-removal.
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1. 3]

JIH 58 45 41 (common bile duct stones, CBDSs) It R _F 1 — Bl Wygsi ,  H I R B35 BERH 14 3
JEAE 28 o HFRME S TR AN R A VRN AR AL 5%, TEIRA TOREIR, SR RIVRIT 1. NEHOARZ ik
T WS RS RRG A 50, (HEBARTIE 10%~15% I I ——IX #5045 A0 PR R HE A B35 45
(2] [3]. SEWMBCARMIE R E L, 450 BEARBOOE R —EEZR R, HRHNEDH IR 40 E
PSR kN, JCHR MEE A EAART 15 mm I, BUARIIFRC IR FRE2] [4] [5] [6]. X TaX#4 A
HMERHEE EORES A, WA EE T FARTT R, N8 T A KIE L NI FF AR (EST, endoscopic sphincterotomy)
i A8 R FL L ERFEY 5K AR (EPBD, endoscopic papillaryballoon dilation)# LAER /S B 45 5, B8NS T
F Sk KERFEY 5K AR (endoscopic papillary large balloon dilation, EPLBD). AL 41 AR (mechanical lithotripsy,
ML). (cholangioscopy-assisted lithotripsy). A4k 7 # 41 (extracorporeal shock wave lithotripsy, ESWL).
JHIE 57 2 (biliary stenting)% /720, Bt MEIHEE B R A1 mm)FINEBIRIT LS, XS HE A%
BT« IR 8 A RS RS0 ARG R AR B R — 43k .

2. AR TRKARIREY KA

Staritz 25 \[7], T 1983 £ EPBD fE N # AL EST 1897 /N CBDS 77551 N o ABAE X 4K E
1% CBDS (>15 mm) Uk A% (10378 it HEET B, 30 46 A 5 et 1R g R/ 45 4 5 42 B, EST BXA EPLBD
F 2003 FF4EH, DAALFEEZE CBDS [8]. EPLBD s&—#h H i) {28 H A (— M AE BST /5ikT), 7E4G
ERING, B NMRKMEREE THE O &2 L, REIHE D78y 5Kk, EREFRIFTTE KN,
A A I ERFE (Y EL A2 12~20 mm [9]. {X EPLBD A, KA 7 UIEIFL S/, Hm A 5 FL XK
BUR, (ARG L5 IR 2GR A 55 FERRE[ 1011 R A Ze Tt i o AEFL SR VI ) S35 P gh AT BR
Beyok, RRAEY IR DI T, AR AR B AT, T 6 A 0 e, B AT LR AL
SV R I 11]. SRMTERAR R B AR 7 576 5 W Ao, AU EPLBD 2 22 4 3, X LA 5%
P38 1 FE ACRE RS 73 #AR i, R TRA B S0 12] [13] [14] [15]. — 2Kk B & E 1= 2 B R f5
JRRAR 2 () R A R AT T 48, 455 2R EPLBD Al EST HIBRAR K K AR ZR[16] (5.0%H 7.0%). — I
PINT 7 TIFENLG BRIE, 790 BB LT Meta 045 R 278, EPLBD Al EST RJEBEARAK . IHE 5
FURAEFRZ IS8 X [17]. AT WAL IEH #1458 T, EPLBD ANBKE EST 16J7 8K CBDS s %4
AR, AR KA. 55 F EPLBD 1 EPRILAR, 7EdHT KEAERES12 mm)P 5KAHE
FIRG, 7T LAT EST Bt il LAANMT EST [9]. HAEER:, EPLBD JEAZ1EH T I I BARECK ) CBDS,
PR R A R H AR RE 9], JF HLBEZE i CBD B840, 28 FL A XU 2 3 1 i o

WEE PIEBRIEE S, WE2 —sRT KHARE, HEH =MER AT DRSS 5§ Kk
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JFIA: A EST; #J4h EST J547 EPLBD; ¥ EPLBD i EST [18].

Park % \[19]t6%% T EPLBD 5 EST + EPLBD ¥&J7 8 RIS 45 A 2 RT3, DLEA RFH A
IRESR, SREMMHEIF LR EZS. /£ EST + EPLBD Hy3Lal -, H¥ 7 /M) EST B4 EPLBD,
XFPEARCRER T ERIEY 5K V)R J7 7] (042 [m) % IR T AN R R, b TSR R B, T
PN B 7 L R[] [20]. —TRENAN 156 44 B IR RBE N LG IR SEE6[21], K g BN A
EST 415 ESBD #1. EST 4 EE N2 aMFELNVIFFAR; ESBD AWM E#H LiZ/N EST, RE1T
BREEY KR SRR, BRI (R 4S5 A TERR B 7 LG 2% 2 7 (EST vs ESBD: 88.5% vs 89.0%). 1H
EST #H(46.2%) Lt ESBD 2H(28.8%) 75 2 51 2 B AL A A, K24 T->15 mm B 45 4(90.9% vs 58.1%; P =
0.02). EPLBD (¥ [E Frdtif48 5 [9]7F A~ EST + EPLBD 51X EST Jett, HIHEERESARFM4LER
FH4, {H EPLBD B FEAK T #A R K.

TRERE, HM#R R EST REA™E IR, St TG LINUTIFE A A58 FF0D) E1 5 2 i & 2B 1)
M7 SRR R 2R, — BURAE WA I, L™ B AR B 5 R 52 B [ A L 3 AR (4 0 BORERE ) B IR A (1 52 e [22]
Kogure 25 N [23 A A QIR 7T LAYE EPLBD Fi4 1 EST, X B H I JXURG Al B A TE 58 2 2 (1), DA
Y EPLBD 51X EST #£ 2 BRI 45 4 J7 T 197 R 2 4k . 25 3R R 540 EST AL, 10 EPLBD H
THEBIRIT K CBD 54 IR SE 2 0 L ilm, A R4k,

BREED RIS [A] A2 o — R i 75 SOV (1 B 2 i) 8, S AN S N [24 AT 58 3L S BR 9™ K ik ] o] PR X
RE SR IUCA  Th2 ROR G IERIEREm, ZBEFRRAIN T 48 BIEZE, FFBENL NN S FELH (1 min)
HKIREHAG min). RESHTER, KESZEATEFARBINER. BUARTR, RFFHRAE. RJEHEER %
RAZE LI AT R S FRA . 5 — D25 TR LS SZEY Tk B[R] %6 IH A8 25 0 B LD 238 R S5 9 R
SE S AT FE AN, K ik S8 5K A0 HE (5 min vs 1 min) AT DLRRARBRAR & 1R AR, HE B0
THBRBIR .

ESGE #7%/MJJ 1 EST + EPLBD 1y 23 B v 14 JH S A8 45 (LG 5 R R 8 45 0 ) (1) — 2R 5 1 (e B
R, R EAEYE) (1] T H i XURS e i O IEL B K 45 40 8 3%, (X EPLBD & X K& [12] [17],
Hin Mk B AR 77 5V 77 a5 s, EPLBD B6& EST 51X EPLBD JoATAf = H AN R S (A4 A
[12]-[17], fHH T8 &5 2 O IR T, H7 R & s — P uEsk.

3. EEAR

1982 4, ML B KM FH TG BRIBE S5 A [26]. ML 248 A UIE A 2B 45 40, et 4 m MIRGE
B MU A SRS — /NI AN 2 57, FRIMBUENIRE WL A, — A SR —AF, dEid
AT, REGGAWE T SBI4EE, WEm— MR, S am.

FHASCT ML AR IT[27], IS AR/ N A R i — T0M R, /T 10 mm IS5 A0 A )
HAE 90%Lh |, KT 28 mm RN 68%LA o Grag 25 N[281IA N, 4541 K/ F LM AT AR H A —
ANEHEEREK, RIESHEER—REHE, BMORT TR AEE. ML a9EE K, REEBD)H
By, a5 RER G LW SE, TESMIES A AR mial BD A RSY K, Tk
R BENBRIIGEG, W KA, MU A AR . BTUL, HERUES A it 2 R A e
FR O ME— T R 22 [28] 0 Lee S8 N[29] BRI AL T 45 A KN EIRE HAM KR, KNG AIKE. 40
HA£(E30 mm). 4 BEARSHE AR (1.0)2 W BV A R B Z I 3=, i3 b
17.83. 4.32 Al 547, AEEJHAZASEE A RBUR K, (HAE B, A 2 v AArdE Dormia 5 B #2
i, AN S RE [ B A R SRR, btk Dormia W5 IR RE TGV BEL R RE[30] [31].

5 ML HRHIA B (AE) R A RAE 1.4%~14.3%, AFEEE K. B2 ME ML, Hd ML REER
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A= TR A R H I A RESE AN KT EST [32] [33]o Thomas 25 A [34 705 A Hf [K 2% il ik 2 5 B8 BT & 2B 1 9 %
FEREAT T 45, JRIE YA S RORE R AE R RIA 3.6%, B i LI 2 5 19l R BB 2 (1.7%) « 922 K724 (1.2%)
FIWIZ(1.1%) 15 5L/ S5 15115(0.5%)

ESGE #1i%, *4/MJJH EST + EPLBD KM G 8 A& G I, 747 ML GRZVE L, $ 45 & 1R
) [1]o MUMEEA R & E R B, AREZRES, HICACRRLF, &iBJ7 EPLBD AJ& LiEHUH
(1] CBD RUFEFE[33] [35]. SEMM A RIIR MG EZ, #9 BE TR ZE 2 WA .

4. BBEBHEEAAR

JIELE B 4 B AR A A HE A TR B AT DL 43 R HL A AR (Electrohydraulic lithotripsy, EHL)RSOGHEA AR
(intracorporeal laser lithotripsy, ILL), ¥J757EE AL NEEAT#AE, DL il SE R, EHL J2 — P i m i
TR PRAT AT AR, IX M RE AR RN AT I P2 A, PR S A USSR 4 2R s TLL AR ik
MO RETEA SRR, LR S8 AR 36].

fRESED —F2FENRE, Bilf 3 MENEREERHR: © WARIETFRIEER RS, &E
PADLERAE 01, —RLERAE R E T 4R 8e, 0 —LERAE R EIE S : @ SpyGlass H NIRAEHIE S R4,
X ARAE B ERER T =8, RV —SEIE TR, SRR 6 HES
M EsSGEMN R E S, FHEBEENRREREETHEREAEE. RRERHES RS
(Single-operator cholangioscopy system, SOC) (SpyGlass; Boston Scientific, Natick, Mass) H T /6 £F A% R £,
FEEAER RN T ER[37]. B 5/ FIHE B8 & Si(Digital single-operator cholangioscopy system, D-SOC)
(SpyGlass DS; Boston Scientific) Ik 7 EHGR S AR A8, X {2 7 IHIE S L IR IR _E IR [38].

—IANN T 35 T FL[39]MIZERE /3T (n = 1762) 7R, £ M IHIEBL(POC)IHE P I A AR [ AR 25 4 1
BRI N 91.22% (95% CI 88.14~93.56; I* = 63.16%), “FHIHHAT 1.32 + 0.62 IRIEA A . BRI R Th 2
N 76.86% (95% CI 71.55~81.44; I* = 74.33%), N K H44E K EF N 8.94% (95% CI 6.50~12.17; I = 60.66%),
SETFARE AN 68.32 +£20.99 438k, EHL 5 ILL SRR RN REMEA %25 5 EHL Mk, ILL 3
VA R R m . TAREAEE. BTN T 24 TR MZS A0 (n = 2786) R, BARL 1 1ER
#H 94.3% (95% CI: 90.2%~97.5%), A RFHKAEZEN 6.1% (95% CI: 3.8%~8.7%) [40].

PR SRR 1 0 A KBk 38 RS BRI E 12~20 mm, R0, A TR A, B <
15 mm FIERFE[9] [41]. [RIUL, 770 IR I8 o B S B A5 B A K T BRFE R/ NEEIG LI, EPLBD M LUK 5
RAFER, Xt T EAES FREA RSB, — TGN T 32 KB H NI F[42], FEX T 7T BT
MNRVEF TG SRR AAE NN o B8 26 1R, 7EAR#E EST /B EPLBD HUA RIS, #
BENLSACEEAT ML B ILL. ML 5 ILL #HEG, ML 418 RS AT BR 38K (63% vs 100%; P <0.01), ILL 41
BIFE B URIGIT A SEBL T S5 TE R, IR H ILL #M T 60% 09 ML BUf 26 . ML 4L fE T 25
BEET ILL 41(40,745 vs 20,989 mGy cm?’; P = 0.04), PAIA R FHE(13% vs 6%; P = 0.76) 5 1F B i [A](1
KvslK; P=027)%HFER. MfiEZ, Angsuwatcharakon 25 AAK, AR ML & EPLBD RMUAIT ¢
K] CBDS Mpr#EAR I, (HAER & RVFIEOL T, JHE B A AR .

Bokemeyer %5 \[43¥AHE S5 51 5 N0 ILL 5 EHL $E47 1 HOE, 45 0B 7R ILL A1 EHL 4543 11035 B3 ik
I HMU(66% vs 68%; P = 0.87). 43 NHIE 55 A PRI FE(Z) 16%)F B T ARE, £ ENIHE R AR 4 ,
SR, B 1 BIAL, BTA RIS R, EARJEIET .

JIELTE Bl B A AR AE IR T TR A 5 0 THBR B S2 Wi, PR e vl AR VR YT I F2 vh e R 45
DU HE L. (HALES A RSB &S, HEMmIRE, HIERREE RIFHE AR, REm
I, R R, RE S AR B AR — A R B 2 A iR, B4 BT 2 R BE AL R ek
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3B E ST 2K
5. SR BEAR

Chaussy %5 \[44]T 1980 F & KAk 7 H TG 45 A iR E 4541 ESWL iR, s, \T4E
R HI[45], ESWL 46 T B B7 V5 REIs BRI AR A 4547 - ESWL A& — i fil i ¥k H 5 i o e R
 CBDS MR, Rl Fi NS A0 51 A RIEEN T IR5 5 e IR 4 46]. ARG H AT IRE &
W, WIRILEGE A B AT HIRAT ESWL, 547 ERCP R LB A, ESWL JG1T ERCP, AU AT LLIERR
PREAWEAT, A RRIE ]IRUE TE I [47]. AR SRR F BN RA g8k, gatkims
FPAEREAS 55, Ik R824t AT A 2T X 22 VR A B A R A IRV [46] -

TR A 5 Vo AR RE AT B AN I R, 78 ERCP Z BT 94T ESWL PR 1 B AC A B4 2 b N
M CBDS (1) —Flh 22 4= HA 8 /772 Tao % N [47] 0% T ESWL + ERCP 5% ERCP X 3 CBDS 197 %4
5K, ESWL + ERCP 41 51X ERCP AHAHLL, R4 A5 R FE H(96.0% vs 86.0%, P =0.029). th4h,
ESWL + ERCP AL/ T ERCP AR [i](43 + 21 min vs 59 + 28 min, P = 0.034) AL A7 48 ] 2%
(20% vs 30%, P = 0.025), 1 Hilfgm 1 K4 A SRR %(80.0% vs 40.0%, P = 0.016). 2R 5 I K 5E
KA ZRAHAN(6.7% vs 6.5%, P =0.673), FEARIEFEIRME K (3.3% vs 3.6%, P =0.357). JHE K (2.0% vs 2.2%,
P=0.218). HIM(1.9% vs 0.7%, P =0.074), HKAIREM, L™ EE R,

ESWL fc i W EIE &5 88 T MR[46], BEAM AR E, IR H . AR 255, HE K& ESWL
ARG R, AR RTRATHUA ZRIA T 10 B35 7T B2 0 B ™ = 1) 2 5C J5 SR [45] [48].

ESWL 52 PE RUF. Thaem, RN T 2 8 kil th 2 atk[46], SIHESH B AARMLL,
EHL f1 ILL FEARZAME . X T% & & W R 1N, ARurR & B BiA .

6. BBEFREAR

FEAWYITFAR )G, FHIEFTA 454 # T DU IS BRIE SR T U, 200 AN 58 4 45 0 15 Fr e L 2 HEAIK[49]
A R, D AURPER U — 09T, JCH R AEAAAE SR B0 (W IR 2O B L T, BRIRK
%% CBDS EEMMHA 225 % BRIE LR 2 A 51, &N S LR 0 E & 2 B . H
Eaia BRI 2 1) 3 BRI [50], myid . #4 F 40 M Rl R0 2 ) R IE S 26 4l o M IH 7
A B R B AR IR S S G R R 3R, T SL BN S BR AT DA s G B8 (AR A [50].

DN BN E ST DME AW/ (RSO, [fESEFAERGERIESH, £
J5 R0, 455 T R At I Z By, 1 5] T S 2R 5 5 0 2 (R R RF SR BE i, (R i3 5 A iR R sl A 45 4 A8 /N[5 1] [52] 6
A BEEHE G, RIBTERSER, XSS amaa xR, i, Fesnin, 825%
i BRI [ A e, X o0 4 BV E KA TBCE 2R SO 5 2 R B AAR [51] . S48
KW AHERBRA R, T-FR FIRCREMR T 10-FR; FRECKM G, 454 HARK(G25 mm)iEk &L
MEZR (53] MR R SCHLPHZERIRE ALt 5 SO B NAH ORI W RRE[52], ik bt B B SR B
EREIFRIE, FTeAEHSCA, SRR B () 3 A H i — Kk [54].

Palma 55 N[551W\H, K AMERRGESC B AR R —FhiEi i, T 5E AR 72, X T W8 T RiEiEkk
(2N S5 A B, TR AN SCHEAR A AE R B ARSI AR —Fh 07 2o (B 5 R 31 J5 S 5 I RRE IR XU
FEAE B E IR IT I, AR T BRI B BI(RIR T 75 2 fAAEEIFIE. Pl A aa, JCH2ME
B [52].

JOE R IR R IERIE R R A, X T AN A DU B (9 IR 45 AN TE & F AR B m T AR K
B, WB T ICEER SR — PR . AH 22T BRI SCREA AT LU B SR KER, &
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A UUERRE S5 A0EHTAZ /N, UL BRENE KA S L, (HREHE G R AMEHIE SIS E AR BV
MR T RN EFNLE 450 B H R &I0IT 77

7. R&

ST BEAAR KIS 54 (>15 mm), &S i7/MI EST + EPLBD, i3 i MBS 8w, HA
AR IR B, A% FEANAT EPLDB, {HAX EPLBD [P PRIT 2047 75 K5 1w o3 I PR BE ML HE G
BE—PAE S H AR RS R, HEFEARL R, @UUTHAAR, 1 ML (FUHEE A AR) B
Cholangioscopy-assisted lithotripsy (IHIE 524 B 41 AR)EL ESWL (M4 i e A AR),  HE B 4 B4 2
REE, HRAEABITHES, N TRENEEMENFNIRNERE &, EITHARN, FHEeE5E%
JIHHE R AT A Z KB R F AR FTIHE S FEEA, 77 ETEEHIE S AR, KA
B ANAR W2 W8 NGB R E IR &0 B 267 770 JAh, MR WIS RO R B
FEBI B TR 25 A ME LIE BRI, e 5T AR F AR WS H BN, VIZIMR &
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