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B = BE: WEIFTEM B MR IR A A (LRCL) 51 IIR IR A (LC) MIREZS £ (CC) WA
Fik: WA 2012 4 12 A—2014 F 12 A ABEFARMW cC BH 76 6, HHLK B HE /50 LRCL
4 (38 f) A LC 4 (38 %) , %% LRCL AF LC A, RIFGEITFPIA T ABE . Ak
it ARG 24 h IR VAS oy BRI R s E SIREVR S E] L TR I 4 R JRE R 22 e O R AE AR
G 2 RAE .

R WARPERME, RF 24 h K5 VAS W RERER I 2Z [ X558 LER (P>0.05) ; LRCL4
TSR], 7 DI REVRZ I B R A H 5 A BE L FE 225351 (63.2£6.9) min, (35+0.6) d il (1.2
0.4) mm, LC 20} (48.5+£10.5) min, (4.7+0.8) d fl (0.4+0.1) mm, W4 I & 2 7 HH%T
2 X (P<0.05) ; LRCL d3f BoE kA FME LTS5 5.3% (2/38) #12.6% (1/38) , LC AN
13.1% (5/38) f15.3% (2/38) , diERHGEITFE L (P<0.05) .
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T ZMAY T ARBITITE, HPLUSRETFA
BIT N EP Y RS HEYIBR A (laparoscopic
cholecystectomy, LC ) J& i 4F K & W8 I 1) 1l
BN TF AR, 78T ARBI FUR 5 W A2 B2 T 1
AAEGETFIE T AR AL AR 3 SR BE 4 B
REBEG T HEY R AW e, BT
RERY E VR B D B Pk A AL, R AT R
FWTSE R, BEARE DR BT A R B O 1 0T A T Bh
B, MAKTCCHIT P REEENIEHET H
Wt 5 LY 5 R PN B S 4% B T B ) VSR K
PR TR TR, FRBEAE20124F 12 —
20144F 12 A W], %F384ICCH#H RMALRCLA
BT, B T E R ROR BRI 5T A R IE R
mr.
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1.1 ARITHK

PEHABERE H20124E12H —20144E12H A
BEFARBCCEETON, HIFFECCRIL Wit ifE™,
RATBHEAMZ AR EH . #0. AR 1) 7
HCCHLEWibrifE, Ei¥18~65%; (2) A FARIE
fE, HBEREmWZFA; 3) IHEK LY 6E R
IFH=30%; (4) BEWRITFRE4A, BHMIE. H
BrbmifE . (1) HeBR G I ™ 50 i i 38 5 929 B 45
¥ i B W A (2) HE IR BE L SR v R ] I
Hi ) HeEBRMEAEA LIRS FARALHE ) HERA
FEA R A . MR A A B R 2 IR R A O Y
B O HERR RS CE WA a6 AN
B HAMR; ) MUiE KD 6 AN
MRS (9) AIFIHEAE T B A (0 MR
BE RSO (450 HB>3 em) o 7600 55 i B
MLECF 0 P . LCH . B22pl, Li6fi; 4
#24~64% , ¥ (40.5+12.8) %, MHEEWLETH
AE (37.7+4.8) %, NHEEREEE (3.6+0.5) mm,
SHIAIF EBIRE S A . LRCLYL: P24, &
1461 ; 4F¥23~63%, F (39.6+13.4) &,
MHZE U 4 Dhfie (38.2£4.6) %, JHERE 5
(3.5+0.4) mm, 405 3F FBJBEL A, WA —
MFE R, 2R AHASZIEE X (P>0.05) ,
HA WM. AR RATC S BRI i &
e, ELIT AL B B W
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1.2 A&
1.21 Lca BEPEML, UEWME SR, RII=
fLE, WA T4 (10 mm) . &1 F (10 mm ) .
FHEHhLmEgT (5 mm) VHOETSE, CO,
JifE 40 L/min, @M JE 1.33~1.60 kPa, S 7
S R PR B R Sk s IR (300 ) ZEfilfsiAt (300 )
EMY o ANE G SEliF B I+ =35 a4y, Al 0 22
WG =, DEgMHgeds N ngEshk, FHwT ke e
PIHZE S ik X R4, AT RIBRAHEE, 4 5402
Bav,
1.2.2 LRCL 4 BHEMEME, TERERES
LR, & T B LA 10 mm Trocar, 4t JE 5
1.60 kPa, ME 546 A 30° IR GiR A, M6 05
WL NERIRT ., A8 hd., ARATLE% T
2 em AT 10, 50 5 mm fEATHI D, B A Trocar
KMAEAEZE . KA RS THTY b rpoekd, H
HEE Y2 1.5 emo 4R IHHE, 76 10 92 ST 4%
GELIL 3N, FBHAKDHEAYREE, FEE5]
LRyt 1 em VIO, AL HERHEA, I
DL G5 . Wl de B 45 A, 2F 4E IR DA SR A
BN TC 45 1 5% B8 Ja K 3 5595 2E R K o vk IH 4
P 3-0 A] g i ag G 4 s 5 IR IR U) 1, B0 G .
TR v T 4 5 AT I T o U A i R I 4%
VIR AR
1.3 WBIEIRRITROTE R

RIEGFWAH T AREE . RpRiie. R
24 WIKIFVASTESr . AEBEF ] . B B 2RIk &2 i
B . TARHGEME S BE R 22, St If kE . KRG
BRGNS o S BEDT I E R 6 H
1.4 SitEAbE

KHISPSS 1901758 it 2440 Fr, THECT BT
X R, IREERL (xxs) £, 7K, L
P<0.05H 22 S A G it L

2 # =R

21 MAREFABERILE

LRCLA TP #E TR ¥%; SLCHLE,
LRCLAL F- AR A B FIERK] (63.2+6.9 ) min vs.
(48.5+10.5) min, P<0.0017; A % i &
[(83+27) mLvs. (8.0+3.2) mL, P>0.05];
RG240 MIF 4 WA L3, Tt %8 X
[ (32+06) 43 vs. (3.1+£0.8) 4, P>0.05] (£1)
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F1 WHBEFABERLE (=38, x+s)

il FAREIE  RPRIME  ARSE 24 h B
. ( min ) (mL) VAS ¥4 (43)
LRCL4l  63.2x69 83+2.7 32106
LC 4 48.5+10.5 8.0+3.2 3.1+0.8
t 5.732 0.351 0.489
P <0.001 >0.05 >0.05

22 MAREREREBRILE

[ O N 1 = I AR Wi i = = -
[(42+1.2 )wvs. (39+1.3) d, P>0.05]; 5
LCA b#, LRCLAL B # B 7 V) 6e Ik &2 i [|) I 35 46
%[ (3.5+0.6) dvs. (4.7+£0.8) d, P<0.001].
I g B JERE 22 E N[ (1.2+£0.4) mm vs.
(0.4+0.1) mm, P<0.001] (F2) .

®2 MABEREHEBIRILE (#=38, ¥+s)
FEBEmE] B HRE A I ] A RE 5 i 2

4
=Ll (4) (4) Cmm )
LRCL #H 42+1.2 3.5+0.6 1.2+04
LC 41 39+1.3 4.7 +0.8 0.4 +0.1
t 0.831 5.879 9.505
P >0.05 <0.001 <0.001

23 MAREHELERELFRILE

LR CLZ Jf &I K& A 2R K HE 530 h5.3%
(2/38) f12.6% (1/38) , LCHLH13.1% (5/38)
M5.3% (2/38) , Ml R LRIt #E XL

(P<0.05) (F£3) ,
*3 WMABEHRERERBERER (1 (%), n=38]

A4 bioamfh PIopgiieie REERE HRAER
LRCL4 0 (0) 1(26) 1(26) 2(53)
LC4H 1(26) 3(79) 1(26) 5(13.1)

x> — — — 0.629
P — — = >0.05

24 MARERHFTHEAEERNR KAELEE

HLCA W, LRCLALFEV W E M A R %k
R B EREL (5.26% vs. 21.05%, P=0.042) ;
BRI B U e FI R 45 A1 5 R R 2 R RS E L
(#£4) .

x4 FARHPEAARARRAMEE 0 (%) , n=38]

215 THAEA R HyT i B RSGSAE %
LRCL#4 2 (526) 2(2.63) 1(2.63)
LC 4 8 (21.05) 5 (13.16) 0(0)
X’ 4.145 2.895 1.013
P 0.042 0.089 0.314
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