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25 T B AR A2 2 T 5 RS A AE B A I R b R B IE
PR R SENZ W AE H EE, E R B A R IR T AR
Jo o SEAERBAE AR i UL PR A B AL T Jl Sk
& M SR AR , R FUAR A AE R AR B 65% . RIMT
AGPE B B L TE I S RS AR FIAAAE , 28 PRI M , 26 K %
BURFEZ B E2 W, 20 70% 1) R BN © 22030, 1A
HEAPRNT 5% o Ay LA AR 2 W P A e A R
PRAEFA T AT 09— TEMERT . AR R A BT RO PR A e, A
ARGE 5% A B Y 75 (intraductal ultrasonography, IDUS) 5%
O3 3R AR B UM B (confocal laser endomicroscopy , CLE)
SEAROR M BT PR R A g R, AN AT B
BN 7B B R/ INFIER AL, 38 W] AR A BUbR A R4 7 0 B 25
0, 0] B e IS A 1) RS2 W R ) A 4 S R PR AR
B B AL Lo A SCRIX R A A (1 N B T 20T
TrikfE—LRik.

— &N B AT B IB 4 3 52 R (endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography, ERCP)

ERCP JZ Ak IR B Jre i RO EER  ERCP T IR
PP A8 Z2 R SR BRI 2 AN R T RS X FR 1 8
7K PE— R T 10 mm, FEIE IR, PO AERCEAE S . i
ERCP MY AEMLEE LA 78 BUTE 25 , i RE X 28 8 (57 1E4 7 HX
B DA B AR S5

ERCP T B A il s 4H 2 UbR AS 1 7 vk EZALHE LT L

e CL) Fl A AL i ] ol IR 9 ) S 20, SR o S P A e 78
BN RAEE N 6%~24%", TR —WHF5E 20, IRTTHAR
AR ) B R IBE —tRIN A & A 112 W7 A% 1 e 28 1) R B0 FEE
70% , F5 5 R 96% " o (2) 4 LI RS , 3R B A% 440 i 2 45 iR
T Y AN 2, A0 T A A% DR A A e, HAs W
PR 75 1 R A R S R RN E R R 0 ) 2R 6%~63%
97%~100% .38%~82%""" . De Bellis %12 & F (1l — TR A
139 41l 5238 3 114 i B 14 0T 9% 2% B 0 50 I G 1 o SR A0 A
34.5% 4 = B 44% AZ W SR RS A AN = L AT RE S AN
AR FZE R N A G BRAE 2 RT3 I X
T 200 R R 264 7 A R a0 ) T A i 4 ) 1T AR RO 2 R AR
i (HEAOR BT A AN AR AS BE B R RIS ARG HE R
TR LR 26%" 4, (3) BRIE 1EAG AT, A0 EC 40 B it i A , &2 B9
e SR RRARICE Z SR AS A B s Wiane , iz
W P e 2 ) R R R R G 3R 40 0 20 439~
81% .90%~100% , 72%~74.7%">"* ; {H H IR 748 44 22 ik 15,
USRS PR X IR T3 DA S P IRAR ) | 2 & A
FALEIRAE

IE A T DA 0 I S8 9% A R v v A e A 12 W
B RABE . —FRI9N A 9 TAFST 730 1] 37 iR # 1Y Meta 43 H7r #
B #E12 Wi 7 T A 9 A B 1 R BRI RG AE 22, 43 Sk
48.1% F1 45% , i 75 Bk A3 I 2 A0 vl 4t v 391 59.49%
A8 TR 4 R G 45 I 0 A 1 T A P R e 2 ) R
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T 53K 73.5% 0 BeAh, FETE AT OC T IEGHE F L | S
T S B A5 S BT T2 W M BH B B 75 B I SY , 3xX 2 7 VR 45
ARG 2R ) S 2 A7

ERCP A A fIH 787 240 AR Rt 6 0 ke ) B e 08 45473 212 e
LA A M Y — SR IBORE 7 v (X P 1 R S A
Mo A iE— 3 Ee W RS 2R A ke T
I R o 30k 267 VA AL H5 DNA AT A3 BT | G 92 A 0 A 27 1
P [ 0 o T 5 NI B 1 ' I 5 NN ) VA SR 5 N
(fluorescence in situ hybridization, FISH) Fl ~ — {8l ¢ 4% A&
(next-generation sequencing, NGS) 2 Hiv FISH & H i
LA LR, 2004 4F 1 R B 1B IR A B 75 12 T
FISH fE 1 FH 2 AR TC (9 DNA 54T ke A6 00 1 5 37 9% €6 4 B
BEP S o BIFFE R WY FISH B il £6: RE W 2 412 v TR PR IR /S
PRASS W0 R AR $TH24 209> NGS J&—TUH X494
PR 7E PR 1 B8 W 5 T st B R I
Singhi 4 i} — T F BEVERTIE R W] NGS 25 13 EE Jof BLAR A
AE $1 i e JIEL A e 7 R R o 30 B K AR AL 1 R BB
35% Y& 1 77% , K 1A SRABE N 5290 155 5] 83% , 45
SRR T T R

B R A R (endoscopic ultrasound , EUS)

EUS GE4& {1t B 17 T8 AAR 4 B 1 SE 75 g, 7T
TR T B 4 S e R RV A R 1 23 A L 5 R  EUS
REAR 4 1 2 75 BG4 3 40 1 28 il OR (fine-needle
aspiration, FNA VAT 25 ) 35 K R (fine-needle biopsy, FNB)
ERESRIUH L IR B B2 Wy, AL, EUS ZE IR IR E 24
N FIRAERAEW 2T . 5 CIURE 3L 4R R (magnetic
resonance imaging, MRI) At , EUS E A B &5 (1412 Wi 3 Be .
— TR 228 i I B AT 3T A AT IEPERF 9T & I EUS X
HMIBAE R ARG HH 3R 24 949% , ThT CT I MR 4351 BT 30% 11
429" . EUS-FNA 12 I¥7 38 14 B A5 e %% 11 R SORE O 27%~
83% , HL X T I AR A B S AECRE AR T I B A, Ol 59% L
819% ", 55 FNA ALt , EUS-FNB & 3k BT 2295 75 #8002 (1)
A, TEL W5 T B A R R (87% L 78%) . &
A 2 f SCHk 3 18 EUS-FNA/FNB 18 35 B2 12 Wi J7 i 4 F
ERCP AR rfv 045 240 J il bl & FREHE JE 00 K o Yeo 55 IO AFF 5
S B EUS-FNA 12 Wi Bk DA A TR < B 2 5 T ERCP T I
B (90.3% L 67.7%) o MEAL, 3T WYY — I Meta 73 7 % W
EUS-FNA 1 R 8B FE 57 B2 3 5 T ERCP R HURE, 23 531
75% Lt 49% 1 100% I 96.33% . {H 13 1 & W2,
EUS-FNA/FNB 451 0] BEAF7E e 78 H8em bUBs:

P88 7 5L 48 (endoscopic ultrasound elastography,
EUS-E) . 1 5% 3 5% PN 5% 88 75 (contrast-enhanced endoscopic
ultrasonography , CE-EUS) S5 H A Y tH B, (15 EUS 7E 12 Wt
05 B RTEE AR . EUS-E 254 T EUS 5 5k s /% £
A, BEVE Ak 728 52 e I )T A2 AR B2 T 10 722 1 s (1R

b {HAR R BRI, 29K 66%' P, CE-EUS il 33 # Ik v 5 68
PSR, T EUS MR KRR A5 (5 5 ) s ag 7, HLR

B0 R S5 0 03 919% 1 869%™ 3 L 37 M4 4k AR B 15
IN G THRAE A B T EUS (02 WsRE (5 B 0TI R 2
AT it — A OIS AT BEIE

= A OJEER

JIFLTE 5% 2 FH T BRI A o A LA AR T 1 — T s
JeEE B, A4 T RIS B AN 2 i AR B, AR BE A A
NSRS PR 150, 3 BETE ELAL R X AR 3R 07 HE AT 16 46z, T
FH 1Ak R e 2 R s A8 IR S A 2 i O 5 31
FH A7 8 A i A 20575 R L SR P R R A, LA 286 AL
BRI AEE T RER . A D INESE A O f
QORI A BABER 2 55 TR (JEGRA
TR RIS W S5 B o, LI DR 2 B Sk 1 ik —
TR 42 =2 W aE | B R 1 48 1R TE B8 R G0
HM A, 046 SpyGlass RGE A H 2 AN B . BT
F B, SpyGlass 2 8t i2 Wi Wk IRE B 245 1) RABE Fr 575
BE 4 751 0 {E (positive predictive value, PPV) | B 4 il il {F
(negative predictive value, NPV ) F1 i fff K5 h 86.7%~
100% . 71.2%~95% . 65.8%~92.6% . 89.4%~100% F 77.2%~
95.1%"*"*" . SpyGlass RELIAFL 4 & HIIY SpyBite IG K4,
REE BT X kb BB AT 1 K o SpyBite 1 R AT 19 R BUE
63.6%~86% , 1 5 BE 151 35 100% , 15 1 J5 3647 30 37 He 38 240 Jify
244 (rapid on-site evaluation, ROSE) BE {12 Wi (1) 7 # F
N E) 949%™ >3 | Yan 255 44— 01 [m] M AF 57 R WH 5 H
KL ERCP F 41 i il 46 41 L , SpyBite 16 K6 B B A 11 Y 5% L
B (60% L1.30%) . 840 P8 A s A 438 B 37 il 1 F
P15 348 5 Ty A, o 32 A B S I R TR M. R Aty
R R BT AG R RS P R A5 12 W 1Y) R R R S i)
K1 80%~100% FI 75%~100% , BLARWLEE 533 K1 78%~89% Fll
73%~91%"" . fifi i %5 4 Y i 14 (narrow band imaging,
NBI) . W % % 6 70 )6 b 8 (Fuji intelligent chromo
endoscopy, FICE) FI 5 ¥ 44 4 [ 4% (I-scan technique,
1-SCAN) S8 X AR5 | 28 11 HRSE 55 B DA e 5 B A
TR I it e, 73 T2 35% .26% F129%

7. IDUS

1DUS J2& — Fift FH 31 3l J AL 457 9 A58 114 Js DY o 75 A
ERCP B — B IG5 T 48 3Lk VI sk e U 3 2206 e S #e
FEIIR Sk (12~20 MHz) 3% AHIE o IDUS 7T LA I b 8 7R
R B R 5 R 5 4, 7 P A e 28 I S A2 W T L
B UE . SCHERRE IDUS % 51 B B 4% R PR e 4
I HER SR 2 R 76%~98% " o 4 Hy B A O VE AT BESG IS, 34 B
AU F 65 ] P VR PR A | JIEAE B S R 1 3R S PRI 4141
T S I P M A TR, Meister 457744
A 397 FIRRAE B2 /5 B BB 58 R BH IDUS A9 R B e
S AR 2R 935910 ]9 93% . 89% 11 91% ; ) i} IDUS 7 5k %%
4 5 A2 5 T UL A AR Y R R T B 0 o 93% (1 B IR
) .93% (PP EIHAE ) FI 89% (N BEIHAY ) . FARSE 1) —I
RIS PERT T 2, 5 ERCP A , ERCPEEA IDUS ELAT W &
1) 2R B0V R U A R, 4 il Sk 93.3% L 73.3% 1 91.7% Lt
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74.5%, 5 EUS A I, IDUS B 75 B & (1 R 80 (91% L
75% ) FFF 5 (80% HL75%)™ ), BL4h, IDUS 7] L F i
K, IDUS 51 % F A9 76 K b 00 R 16 4 A 0 A 5 A
(87% H.67%)"' . IDUSHij5¢) " , (AL AEIRAE B 78 12 Wi vh
ME A Rt

T .CLE

CLE J&—Fl0Hr 24 112 Wi B0 B A% 1 PO B 4 R |, K A it
T KR B 2 R i S ) R AR RO Sk L
6 M B IV 5 1) T T S A fE T S 4R
Pl A HER I A USSR, SO
JRAE B 8 A7 LT R B, A4 B HetR a5 5 o
(520 pm) TR ATEEAY (540 wm) ASHLIN Y 1 H ak A ik
SER BB IS M 58 A e 2k (LT dRqk) 451, ZIiiETE R,
CLE F545 B H LA 1 v 12 W A B T A1 R e 7 1) R
it 80%™ . 5 ERCP At , B:& 4 F CLE Al ERCP B4
JEREE 0T 1 (98% H 45%) 7 . HLAK CLE ML E o ) [ A
FHTS TR #E— 2 B0 5 R 36 0E 2 Wik B, B il
CLE XA 2y JAth 8 55 77 AN RE 1 2 1 LA Bl A 1) — b B 22
A FEBWITF B

75 G2 A T W12 A% (optical coherence tomography,
0oCT)

OCT F I K FE Bk 700~1 500 nm BY 21405, 3 i )
Ll 20 USROG A HE R B[R] PR S A 2 U G T
T 43 R A SOUL 285 46 PR A Bh T B DA e 23 1 S st
YRS BFFE R, OCT Ko 2 it it IR BE JZ2 R KL, K
T FRTG SIS DX, R R 119 2L S bR 28540 45 2 IR 7 s T g
Ko M _ERARAES W AR A M7 B ME R R K T4% 5 5
ERCP I il A5 sl & A6 A0 LG , 10656 ] OCT ek R A I 67%
PR A 849%" . BARWEA: AT 5T 3845 T 4 NBLER Y 25
BRI T R AR | BT o 1 I PR 3K 40 4 B A 1l P Al
OCT 7 % 501 BRI A B 22 7 IO VEH .

25 TR 6T R B A IR A A 2 ERCP 38R &
B RIS WiAy B kT ik U A ARG R, TR T T
IR [ 1T DASEA T B ATRYT o 7E ERCP WA S 16 4G
LERBIVERT  EUS AN —ANMRAF 1936 8E . 65 (i FISH
NGS %57 i il $2& =12 Wi 1) AR RE & B0 A0 it 2 Fn 2 20
PR e B T RE A B . B2 N N2k
HREFETE TR B2 Wik BE G [ B IR B4 5 % iR T RO (R
B LTERE L P B B 4 AR AT T B B b 2 R S 2 b
HZE . MR R PBEH AR DL B A b N B 2 B A0 1 &
FARTFRATIS WAL BRAS (958 ) 0B A3 B P 48 Tt o
PR FrAEE T RELE R 25w o
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