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LWL E
e ARy BRREER R PR LA GUREE RESIE MR BRI e
(%) (%) (%) {5 (%) (%
Hou %%/ 2015 [ JESC P A 5 163 CH-EUS-FNA(22 G) 81.6 100 100 74.1 87.9
EUS-FNA(22 G) 70.8 100 100 61.1 80.0
Sugimoto 2 2015 FIHETEREHLATSY 40 CH-EUS-FNA(22 G) 90.0 - - - 90.0
EUS-FNA(22/25 G) 85.0 - - - 85.0
Seicean 2R 2017 A REPER ST 51 CH-EUS-FNA(22 G) 82.9 100 100 61.0 86.5
EUS-FNA(22 G) 73.2 100 100 55.0 78.5
Seicean %552 2020 T HEMERENLIFSY 148 CH-EUS-FNA(22 G) 87.6 100 100 54.3 89.2
EUS-FNA(22 G) 85.5 100 100 50.0 88.5
Facciorusso 2020 [EIEEERFG+ 362 CH-EUS-FNA(22 G) 87.6 100 100 56.0 89.3
2z A0 141 143 DC i EUS-FNA(22 G) 80.0 100 100 415 82.5
lionaga 23 2020 RBETERISY 93 CH-EUS-FNA(22 G) 76.5 100
EUS-FNA(22 G) 58.8 100
Cho 2" 2021  HTREMEREPLIFSE 240 CH-EUS-FNA/FNB(19~25G)  85.8 =
EUS-FNA/FNB(19~25 G) 88.3 =
Lai 213/ 2022 E IR 152 CH-EUS-FNB(22 G) - - - - 91.7
EUS-FNB(22 G) - - - - 90.6
Kuo 217! 2023 ATHEHEREHLATIE 118 CH-EUS-FNB(22 G) 100 66.7 98.2 100 98.3
EUS-FNB(22 G &) 100 100 100 100 100
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S IR X Al 32 8 P 14 22 S, DA T A i 22 S 1

LEUS-E il B PPAS 52 BTk i 70

EUS-E X 2 26 5 ) 17 Ak 32 2R 8 M R0 2 o
o SETEEUS-E LASRIR 2 SURERE | 21/ (0 DX IR /R 8L
G, W X IR R B TR A 215 s T AR PP R 5 H
TR P E 2 W, B Y 3R S AR 2k AT
51 AR AS H J7 [ (strain histogram, SH) F1 5 A% FE (strain
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A R | SR BORESY . B8 | EUS-E 5|5 FNA/FNB
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R2 A NBEIIE BUSAEE f  HR TRIR SE R A R S 52 W Y A R SE X L

ik (=4 EAy 1 ene Sl FeA T (1)) I S8 HUREE (%) FEREE(%)  HERR(%)
J8 75 H Kim %% 2017 TR PR 555 8.86 95.6 96.3 96.2
Okasha 25144 2018 i A 5T 325 42 95 63 87
10.9 75 88 79
Dyrla 4145 2019 BB PERF ST 123 7.87~18.23 100 97.8 99.2
Okasha %47 2021 RS 100 3.04 95.83 61 86
Bajaj 2% 2023 FRETERTF 5T 52 17 94.8 57.4 74
Cho 21 2023 [a B A 5 134 17.14 68.2 86.4 773
i AE BT Costache %14 2020 RREPERTST 97 80 100 29.63 80.41
60 98.57 37.04 81.44
40 92.86 55.56 82.47
33 85.71 62.96 79.38
Okasha %47 2021 S PERF S 100 97 89 43 76
Ohno %) 2021 [ JE PRI 7Y 64 48.6 60.5 76.2 65.8
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FIEET EUS-E R B H 0 N B A 5 Rl , I 5 i
ZH a3 S 2R AR X S X, 2 R N, T A X AR X AR
KA (88% L1 92%) 12 Wi URRE (92% L 84%) 4y 5+ I
(¥4 100% ) HZUFIP4r 5 T F B TRFE I #2 L H
A AR S AL, 22 IR G4 . SREW
EUS-E JIF 2 WL 4 2 25 55 9 RS2 i EUS-FNB BAE A i
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(n=652)43 BT 7 5T SR By e i B2 5 EUS-TA 12 Wi 3 e 1]
WG F , BIFSE L SR=27.4 Il B K 8 35 43 S v IR
SRR IR EUS-TA 123 22 R B4 1T 8 X (93.3%
1 92.6% , P=0.562) , {H 5 1 B 4L FIr o 1 28 R S . B i 22
XifE—2 R B, 3T EUS-E I i 1) 20 200 B X 4L SUR SE AN
ZWIRRE TR

L5 b YETHESE 1 AR BEIE S EUS-E 51 548 i B X 2 ]
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Bris A IR RS AR N R AL i AR Z BR T R
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EUS-E WA 58 506 28 5007 28 il 00 B AR Skt i 0 2%
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J7 100, FBATHF 5T FNB ZE RS B SRR A LA R B i
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