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Abstract

Key words:

Comparison of Open Cholecystectomy versus L aparoscopic Cholecystectomy in Treat-
ment of Gallstone Diseases

Suradaj Wangtrakulchai

Department of Surgery, Nakhon Ping Hospital, Chiang Mai

Journal of Health Science 2008; 17:802-9.

Year by year an increasing incidence of gallstone diseases resulting in a large numbe
missions has been observed. The objective of this descriptive, retrospective study was to g
outcomes of open cholecystectomy with laparoscopic cholecystectomy. Data were collecte
medical records and hospital bills of 109 gallstone diseases patients in Nakornping hospital
October 1, 2005 - September 30, 2006. Those with gallstone, common duct stone, or co
gallstone and common duct stone and undergoing either laparoscopic cholecystectomy (LC)
cholecystectomy (OC) were included in this case control study design at 0.05 level of signifi
Data analysis to confirm differences between three groups of the patients were t-test and
exact test, and odds ratio were used to estimate the differences of operative complications ang
of pethidine used between the two operation methods.

The study showed that postoperative pain in LC was reportedly less than that of OC. Ho
OC showed better outcomes regarding less operative complications and lower hospital expe
addition, LC had some advantage over OC in diagnosis of comorbidity in kidney stone in
patients yet it was more costly.

gallstone diseases, lapar oscopic cholecystectomy, open cholecystectomy
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