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[#E] B HLHEEEYIIFEAE (mucosal cutting biopsy, MCB) 5 B2 #7551 5 T 40Tk A
(‘endoscopic ultrasound-guided-fine needle aspiration, EUS-FNA) X RN 7 ) B AL AR (submucosal
tumors, SMTs ) (IZHZURHIZWIRR . Ak ®HL 2017 4F 9 H—2019 4F 12 A HIETHEASARERE 4
WA BETH AR N RO IAR Y 40 B SMTs 3%, S8 A A S I BUgi2 7 H8 5e , JR ) - 2L EUS-FNA 1
HE W, W EUS-FNA BURE 21 2395 B2 W7 AR 38 45 s 45 AR A E B, WIR B MCB AR FEHURE
RO 43 BT 3k 6 8 3 B i PR B BB, HL 4 MCB 5 EUS-FNA FJR LIS KiaiR . 858 43 40 il
SMTs 3% FH MCB FI(2%) EUS-FNA k851012, HAdr 9 FIsppiRk FH MCB J7iki2 Wi, 24 1 ek
SR EUS-FNA i2W7, 534 7 4017 J1] EUS-FNA MCB B4, Dt , 3t 16 4] # 3 % 1 MCB, 31 fi]%
FH EUS-FNA, MCB 5 EUS-FNA #4ER} [E] 22 5 0G0 122 3 X[ (40. 5£14. 7) min H(45.2+19.3) min,
t=0.853,P=0.398], ML EAGHEIZ W F 22 5 TG 1T X[ 87.5% (14/16) L 80. 6% (25/31)
X*=0.351,P=0.553], Pit&A 2 Bl RAR T e e 44k, A s e g AL i2 Wi R 22 A Bt

22V [92.9%(13/14) [ 58. 6% (17/29) X*=5.247,P=0.022] . 45it

S e L AL W 2T SMTs AR J5 ik

[kR] B, FBET e,
P2 Wt

BELWH . M40 XFH 24 (2018-3-10)
DOI; 10.3760/ ¢ma.j.cn321463-20200628-00571

B 1] 598 ( gastrointestinal stromal tumors , GISTs) J& f%
WL E ZE BT B8 ( submucosal tumors, SMTs) . H A<
GISTs i2¥7H5w A . GISTs JCig K/ A MV R, s B
WG, WG FARIEME, SMTs fU3E GISTs fR B2 Wi A
T A LR AR, A0 c-kit,CD34  SMA (S100 %5 ; — i 15 %
T, c-kit .CD34 FHM: i SMA S100 B, W2 Wi GISTs Ji% 7.,
PR S R AL AL X2 M SMTs %8 56 F %2, {H 52 39 FEAR A K/
FR, GnbR AN, T S 20 A2 sy IR

W A 55T 40 %l R (endoscopic ultrasound-
guided-fine needle aspiration, EUS-FNA) J&3K B SMTs ¥ B b
AR 7 EE . EUS-FNA 40 55 B2 Wr e 1 5% 5 ik
83% , (AL LR W AL 50% 47 SCHRARIE E4£<20 mm
) SMITs J L2 W o 0 1 AS i ) o SR T, 22 TORTF 5 2 W)
<20 mmfy SMTs 75 A &5 B2 % 1k W Ak, O H g ik e il
BTG AR Ok, b U0 JF 3 A ( mucosal cutting biopsy,
MCB) A2 Wi/ N SMTs B4 580511 itk
f49 SMTs, i Fl MCB i AR AT DLt B 00T 3RO B2 4,
oA 4 AL 1 B2 W % LB R, AR RIS H Y 2 LA
EUS-FNA \MCB FARX} SMTs 414U (455 e 41 b7e )
MR,

HIROITIR; BT 55 N AEHIOR

MCB [t EUS-FNA B A ¥ #7

YU

— BR S

LA FZORE B 43 BT 2017 4F 9 H—2019 4F 12 H I
T A 7S N R BE B 4 L A3 Bt T A P9 B O BT 1Y 40 431 SMTs
BAEGEL, SR H A GISTs 27488, JR U I LI EUS-FNA fE
ARSI, A0SR EUS-FNA BUREZH U B2 A 7843 5%
FARIEE, R MCB #bFHRER S T, e, &7 40
{51 SMTs 55 H] MCB () EUS-FNA J7 43 8412, Hrh
9 {7l B HA MR H MCB 2187, 24 ] /R 3 50 R i EUS-FNA
B, 7 R MCB B:4 EUS-FNA 27, Ktk , 3t 16 )
R MCB 12187,31 5] % 5% ] EUS-FNA 127,

2.MCB:H SMTs iy MCB H{&R S5 Jr 5% SCik[ 1],
TC A A PR BHRAE , W A IO 28 A i A R /K B
FARZE BT 7] [ AMH-EK-0-2. 4X1800 (4) -N , 22 %t 41
WTIOE Ikt R IR X BT 2 BT RS
TERH (CBF-23/1600-B, 7 i 5 2% , I AT ) KB EURE ; 458 e
(AMH-HCG-195-135, %%ty , B ) PG (B 1) .

3.EUS-FNA ;% AR E EUS-FNA 4% AR | fdf B 1 1 2k b 1
FHPBE (GF-UCT 260, JAREL T, H A4S ) H4 @ Aokt , 2851
B AR, 26 ) 28 TR TE A, 2 SR AR 40 A 4 P
T RN BERE ERALNIAE .
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= - (TN . G,
B BBLIREGREALE 1A, P Bk A P A
B 5 1B B 5 S K 130 6T A
JB 2 1D 507 R FE R 1B FOUT V0 6 3 £
I 4RI 5 T

4 HAEFR R . L MCB 415 EUS-FNA ZH 3R BUBRAS 1697
B (IE RN BB R MR Z 2N, AP K
JIN AN 5 95 B U BT 1 3R 1 A DG

58525407 A SPSS 20. 0 R, TF 2540 1Y i 2
Lk Mean=SD 7R , 41 8] LLBCR H Welch ¢ Kp36r; 702848 & LA
IR E oy e on IR SR XK S5 P<0.05 W25 R4
Gt X,

Z g

L— RGO WAL [ 4F 1 | 501 ) 1l 2 5 TE Gt 12 78 X

(P>0.05) ;MCB %05 EUS-FNA #H 4%, B 4% <20 mm Y/
SMTs 22 (P=0.007) ; EUS-FNA 1 Jii #h A= K %1 SMTs W &
(P=0.063) ; i 245 K 250 SMTs HFEIE T 5 BE A NLZ,
FELE 1,

2.7 4 1B B R S 80 % B2 W oK . MCB 41 5
EUS-FNAZ #E1ERT B] tb 525 T G243 L (P=0.398) ;41
Ti) e IG5 B2 W T B R AR DL (P = 0. 553) ;{H MCB 4H s 4
A5 T EUS-FNA 2H(P=0.022) , w0 BRIRTCH s
A A, WLH AR, <20 mm Y SMTs 47 EUS-FNA %
PRSWT B S AL IR AR (P=0.007) . PRZHITEI &
SERA, TR 2,

MCB ZH 1 EUS-FNA 4045+ 51F 7 71,24 FISMEFFA, B
A GISTs £HEBIFHMRLT-AR . MCB 21 1 40 25 8590 [H 5 K it
TR AR 1 BN LR N R A 9 GIST 13 4MRFF AR,
AR 595 #5873 LIRS 95 kL /2 GIST., EUS-FNA 41
A 2 B GIST F1 1 9 8 e B Wi A 7843, i — 2547 MCB ¥
W25 ATHNEEF A 1 B 2 500 DX i K oK L 18 Rk 1
ghBAYE ATAMNREFR

3.EUS-FNA WA Hr . 4% B SMTs A [alFBA7 M 2B KR
A3 BV EUS-FNA FAR NER s A | A 300
A% ESU-FNA BEAR KR MR =, i S E K EUS-FNA AR A
e, Wk 3,

T AT MCB &5 EUS-FNA X} SMTs 2 W3
AR A — 0 [l PEBF ST . MCB ARiER AR T #LH H Dual JJ I
K |E, JC T REBE 4 MR E . MCB S 2 ALK T EUS-
FNA'B ARHFGEES 5 s, MCB 78 #4E i a] | s 32 i 2
RATARER LW FT &% L5 EUS-FNA 25 BT+ 8
X, s, MCB 1955 21 A L2 Wi % 5 T EUS-FNA, %
PEALIEIE: GISTs 55718 VR b 22 8t Je 459 03 42 2 B 1 ¢
BT T B2 <20 mm B9 GISTs, MCB 2 Wik fit 3%
=T EUS-FNA, ZIiHF5T i, 5/ GISTs IR WPk fg,
HARK P R, RN GISTs FIARRTEHLS
Wikt FFAR T AECES, 1M MCB R2EHEHHEZ—,

EUS-FNA /2121 SMTs JE % EZ ik, A2, T4
REWET K5 BRI EUS-FNA FYZH 25 2 W 25 7]
AR, PEHRIEE SMTs 1Y EUS-FNA 22195 B2 W 96 H 60% ~
80%5% . WA R, EUS-FNA 164 b 30 3% 95 B P4
it B /N SR A A0 R ZH SUR RIS R Oy 81.39% ) AR

R RAARTT AR O B2 WrbrAS 04 B AR Mg A S 2 Bkt

agl e RO, e WG BN warkie  OERE weren
Mean=+SD)  (H/Z) (B L#/HH/ F#) (mm,Mean+SD) (<20 mm/ =20 mm) s ) (AEWUZ/NUZ)
MCB #H 16 61.3+10.7 6/10 5/9/2 21.3+7.5 7/9 2/14 2/14
EUS-FNA 1 31  63.2+11.2 17/14 14/14/3 36. 4+23. 0 3/28 12/19 2/29
St 1=0.559  Xx?=1.270 X*=0. 849 1=2.545 X*=17.315 X*=3.466 X*=0.496
PE 0.579 0. 260 0. 654 0.014 0. 007 0. 063 0. 481

1 : MCB /R B I TP % 6 EUS-FNA R BB 51 5 T 404 iR
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F2 RAAFIEIEURAZ MR A 10 B Z5RE T i 3 12 s 1
BORE MCB 4 (n=16) EUS-FNA 41(n=31) itk PE
FEAVERT [E] (min ,Mean+SD) 40.5+14.7 45.2+19.3 1=0. 853 0.398
FARMII[B(%) ] 14(87.5) 25(80.6) X?=0.351 0.553
IRREYCEL (TR, Mean=SD) 6.7£2.3 2.4£1.2 1=8. 465 <0. 001
B EIZ I (%) ] 14(87.5) 25(80.6) X*=0.351 0.553
G R AW B (%) ]° 13(92.9) 17(58.6) X2=5.247 0.022
SMTs( <20 mm ) ZWi[ (%) ] 6(37.5) 2(6.5) X*=17.203 0. 007
LRI W (1) X?=9.293 0. 098
H el g 5 20
- U 4 1
iR 2 1
ST B R 2 2
A 9 1 1
Kifyiz 2 6

1 MCB R/R BV T IE 4 ; EUS-FNA R INEE 7 5| 5 N ANEHMIAR ; SMTs 8 2605 T g ;22 444 2 Bl S R IR G5 ez 44k, 1

SR AL WA I S BT HERR

R3OANFEAL AR A 18 R R P B A 51
T EREHIOAR B A B B

HBAL
AR A - - "
- H L& (n=14) B9 (n=14) HF#H(n=3)
BEHNAKT (n=19) 7/7 6/10 172
JEAME R (n=12) 6/7 4/4 /1

SRR EZ —8, HEANTE I, EUS-FNA Xt/ SMTs ()55 B
WA E ; BV AR AR AR | 3 50% JCik AT G g
Ak,

AR WL TR, AN FEFBAL A E SMTs 19 EUS-FNA
LW BEA 225, Bl SMTs ISR T HAb AL, A SCHkIR
I B R SMTs S EUS-FNA 12 26 W6 i <7 350 B 700
MCB ] BB B hEf /s SMTs B ik is by 2, AF5eh 3
] EUS-FNA 2 W15 %M 58 MCB J5 #4112,

EUS-FNA HARMR %2 4 i L S8R B F kA %
BART ) Geit B s MCB J5 ik RlkE e T ARBFSE R
EUS-FNA \MCB ¥7Cif &k i &4z, UESZ MCB 5 EUS-FNA £
[FISEH AR 2,

AWFFEA B 2 /PR M, 1 55 & — T [l PR A o, 3
Y, /1N SMTs 224t [is] T4 1] MCB J7 3%, 1fij Jis A0 2k K SMTs
W Zflif EUS-FNA, B, A —@ Mg Emer, 8=,
T REAR A AR XT3/ JBHSE MCB 4,

B2 5 EUS-FNA fH b8, MCB ELA B8 47 114 40 0% 26 1k,
WL, X /N SMTs 3k BUbR 4% & 0 0 58 3. MCB J2 B
SMTs %47 U2 W %, L HOE B P g/ MRS
FIERIMR A VEE 5 HAIEAER 25 v 258

2 % X #
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(HE] B PGSR BB A AR T R B A R E R e, ik e
2018 4 6—12 HAE - HHIMEBEBE AL A5 O DUBRAS B A% | 1 AT N B0 AT AR 1 52 R + R AS 52

B AR B 200 461, FErPist R4 (BB R R — PR S B8 ) 100 B AR SR 4 (B AL SIS X
Z8)100 B, A0 SRIFAHT TR — RN F A S A B A ] | 12 A R R BTN B AR R AR
R WRHASGESRHALE TR 100% (100/100) LL 78% (78/100) ] | B4 328 & A I [H]
[ (7.66=1.64)min H(34. 11+15.32) min]  BE I R [ 100% (100/100) H 34% (34/100) ] 303
F£[ 100% ( 100/100) Lt 23% (23/100) ] B FARA B %[ (5 817.12+548.09) JT I (7 533.51+878.72)

JC ) SEJT I, ZE A GRS (P 3<0.05) , S5 SRR AL — RS AE SO AR T A Bk
A RIS TRICR ROt BB AR TAL G5 ik (B AT I R

[X#R]) HWIEEEEA, NS5 TTT; RERE,;
HEWMAB . B KEERP A4 (2018HLCY0S)
DOI:10.3760/ cma.j.cn321463-20191229-00525

e R 8 22 % IS T P BUE BESE R 4 T RS
Mg, PG, B R GO RE A R R AN
47%" ) Foth o R A B A% 14 B LD DR AT TR R | B g
PERR A SRR AMIT 452 2 B AT A 3 5 A (endo-
scopic retrograde pancreatography , ERP) T 45 32 32 & AR J&
RITRE AN — KT B MR TR R E

JBRAE S

FARIMIHR

Ao MEGER RS SCARMRATHE IR A5 40 S B P, TP (1) TG 1
R A S O AR A A ) [, DAL 25 4%
VEBA RIS, [N (R GET7 ik A SO A A Ly, R
AE I o AR S 2R [l % Ty U U SO SZ BOCIE R
(R TS 3% R — U PR A, 5 384 T ok 2 A o 2
BEAS o WS R AE AN O JRUA SR A6 A 24 1)



