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Bile duct injury after laparoscopic cholecystectomy in hospital with and

without surgical residency program : is there a difference?
Harrison VL, Dolan JP, Pham TH, et al
Surgical Endoscopy 25 : 1969-1974, 2011
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Single-port versus needlescopic versus conventional laparoscopic cholecystectomy :

a comparative study
Hosogi H, Strassel V, Martin C, et al
Asian J Endosc Surg Online ISSN 1758-5902, 2011
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