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[ Abstract ) Objective  To analyze the clinical effect and cost of disease burden on acute cholecystitis between
emergency open cholecystectomy and emergency laparoscopic cholecystectomy. Methods From January to September 2015,
Tianshan Traditional Chinese Medicine Hospital of Changning District, Shanghai, and Tongren Hospital Affiliated to Medicine
School of Shanghai Jiaotong University, a total of 42 patients with acute cholecystitis were selected, thereinto 11 cases treated by
emergency open cholecystectomy were served as control group, other 31 cases treated by emergency laparoscopic cholecystectomy

were served as observation group. General information, clinical effect and cost of disease burden were compared between the two
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groups. Results No statistically significant differences of gender or monthly income was found between the two groups (P >
0.05); age of observation group was statistically significantly younger than that of control group, while educational level of
observation group was statistically significantly higher than that of control group (P < 0.05). No statistically significant
differences of duration between attack and operation, duration of operation or intraoperative blood loss was found between the two
groups (P >0.05); getting out — of — bed time, evacuation time, taking food time after operation and total hospital stays of
observation group were statistically significantly shorter than those of control group (P < 0.05). No statistically significant
differences of total cost was found between the two groups (P >0.05), while self — paid cost and Western medicine cost of
observation group were statistically significantly less than those of control group (P <0.05). Missed working time related cost
after discharge, total missed working time related cost, family care related cost and hiring nursing workers related cost of
observation group were statistically significantly less than those of control group (P <0.05). In retired patients and non retired
patients, total cost of disease burden and personal cost of disease burden of observation group were statistically significantly less
than those of control group (P <0.05). Conclusion Emergency laparoscopic cholecystectomy has better clinical effect and cost

of disease burden than emergency open cholecystectomy in treating acute cholecystitis patients with indications for laparoscopic

cholecystectomy.
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Table 1 Comparison of general information between the two groups
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Table 2 Comparison of operation related index between the two groups
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Table 4 Comparison of hospital cost between the two groups
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Table 5 Comparison of care cost between the two groups
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Comparison of total burden of disease and personal burden of

disease between the two groups
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