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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	For surgeons, deciding how to close the common bile duct after removing gallstones is a big question. Do they simply close it up or use a temporary T-tube drain? THIS study provides some important answers. And the authors found in their study is that primary closure can actually shorten both the operation time and the patient's hospital stay, all while keeping complication rates similar to other methods. This offers valuable insights for surgical practice, suggesting that primary closure is a safe and effective choice that could benefit both patients and the healthcare system.
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	Patients demographics in bit detail and relevant discussion points about their significance, if any.
Throw more light upon “There was no significant difference between group-I and group-II patients regarding post-operative early complications. T-tube related complications were only seen in group-II.”
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