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B 7 P B A A R (endoscopic ultrasonography, EUS) H
20 20 8OAFARIT IR A Ji 24 TR Z T AL RGP 127
hRFEEEME . RIS SR LN AR  EUS IR
FeA T R AR XUBG XS P B B2 DT B A2 P AL 2 i 1 1 o
o EOR . R BUS W2 Ve S5 A E $A A HIRE
EUS & JEATAATE A 1 X 2 ) 5T AN N B B2 K F- 2
ZEARFEAEE, L, HE & B B AEAR HE AL EUS BT,
XF EUS B B9k — 20 ke e i LR o

2006 4, 3 [E 7§ 1k N 5% 2% 2 (American Society for
Gastrointestinal Endoscopy, ASGE) & 1 5 — R EUS Jii & $§
NS L e (A W EAE (=g AN U v L NN ) S (= AN i S )
B TR PRSI 4 TR . 201548,
ASGE X} EUS e F il #E bR HEAT BT ' 2018 45, KR 1k
N £% % 23 (European Society for Gastrointestinal Endoscopy,
ESGE) & Aii EUSHE ™. 2021 4F | ESGE £ 4 iAY7 1 EUS &
A i P 4 R, X 2 MR ST R EUS /9 5 e A s
T E R AT N B2 YT HOR BT B R R bR
(2022 4F ) ) v, 4 A EUS 5 58 B % A EUS 5| 415 55
JilFH A (EUS-guided fine-needle aspiration, EUS-FNA ) FrAs
o SR BH R PR R o A SCRE EUS B 5T F AR IR I
IR EILWFNIE ST NG SE (= T/ R (R O K 1 0l i L (B

— LR, IR E RHE TAER S

— R BT AR bR

AR B 2 N ER12YT B ST B, —
BT, EUS A BTt 4 6 1 bR AL 48 < 538 il B IE L 843
B4 0 TR) A BT 400 R o T B A A R e i Ag
2R L AR T ARRIILAES . LUF B2 T [ R
19 EUS AR B B il 4m (R 1)

1 A3 (38 W AIE : ASGE K433 Y35 N UE 4N A EUS it
P AR BRIFXEE BAEAF A R L 1 T >80% MRk, 100%£F
38 I UE A SE BRI AR TAE A T A7 PRI XoF 356 1o i i il
PIAIME £ A EUS TR 2 175 B0 vl 4 Sy Hofh S AR 2E R A 1)
Bt ERTEPRR EA R EUS & BIE £ B . B miE g
Jif TS 2\ IR 1 43 0 T A T A R R 403U 25 A A AR B
A B A 5 T Al I AR 2 5 i e L 12k 28 ek 2 0 o e A ¢
S5 ) 5 VEAS NN 28540 S5 5 76 o o3 B W e D 8 AR PR o
R IEIT BRSBTS B UE A EUS J e B il bR
Y L WE AT LAIE B S EUS B 9 A B0 , o mT DA Py 48 P Uil
(R 4 T BRI Wl |

2. 3847 BN )2 VR W) I R i A 1
Jri iR HHE bR Z — o ASGE ¥ 78 43 1 A1 [ 2 40 A EUS Jit
P AR , E B B AR R >98 % kR EY . EUS
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5 HA MBI AN R B BRI, A
Wit EUS KUK AR, (Bt LA ol g dieaEt . 4
FNA CH A 7 R R4 TR R B, 2 A AN R Z A 8 XU 3
oo PR ) AS N AR I Y % 4 i, B B AR AR
EUSI2Y7 Hi 7o/ B AT A5 B .

3. TR Ad AR 25 . ASGE 5 ESGE &R 751 B 4 1 1
i R A EUS i Hil F645 o AN RS2, ASGE #2111
b UE S AT G 38 IR AR 1B P T A R >
98 % "', Tfil ESGE 7 1 J&:>95% " . ASGE HE L7 f i
HAT EUS-FNA R BT 3, R IR IR Y7 T I A e J) 42
PRI AR /T TR P P4 RS, BRI EUS-FNA J5 &
A B ILAE Y RS 3511 (09%~69%) ™, T\ A4 il 4T EUS-FNA
Jr IR A A L SR TR R AT EUS-FNA 2 & T
BERTGTEG AT FBUAE R W IR AU, R 22
Jil EUS-FNA H 5C i 318 B8 G AR AR (0.5% ) , 12 A
g N R G DR E 7 ol R (1 P B T 1 V7 2 R A
32 EUS-FNA 119 [ i 42 ik 58 5 A [ 3 R 00 790 B kA FH B A=
FWA Y ER . B BT R & EUS B 4% il
FEARE 2 — (X T e il R 2 260938 O U A Rl A

AR TR ] b

AR FROGE IS DA S B AR T Y B B B B . EUS R
Hh R 4 S AR AL A - TC S HAREEHG S P MR 12 I v
R R R ()

1iC 5k H PRG54 : ASGEFFIC 5% 558 N TIEAH G Y H AR
oy BUARR A BUS B 46 b, O3 1 BRaiaiic %
SEREASO8% HYARIE . T EUS 1 IH ALl B b al i #Y
TR, TR FARES R X 418 e A 2 R e B2 L. o
AN, FE VA BB IS, N1 534 T R S5 o R B O 2454
FHOE . TEIRTT T I AL TE RN I, 07 57 e A oz 5 e J) el

S5F I IE XTI 25 bR B REAG Y. ESGE [RIERKE BLF8 A
YA EUS i f5 il e b5 , AR S, ESGE X L A8 AR 32 4 1)
PRUEFES95% . FRANIC 5% 538 IV TE AR 3¢ 1Y H AR 45 14 oF
St EUS 1A BRHER T 22 1k 35 .

2. JHR MR PR 12 W B 23 - ASGE K EUS X IR i 4
i 93 114 2 U o T 36 AE Sl EUS JB0 R 428 10 10 — TR SE 46 %
ASGE X 1Z 48 b5 48 ) (A5 1 12 Wi i 6 2 >709% |, R >
85%", ESGE X} EUS-FNA A{HI= (B3R5 SR iF 2 Wing 4140
FEAC ) 4 H 85 % 1 S AIAR VA1 909% 1) B Arbs o, FE 48 H
JC it 52 i EUS-FNA 6 2 EUS 51 5 40 4+ 28 H] 3% & K
(EUS-guided fine-needle biopsy, EUS-FNB) , #f i ¥ H: 12 it
WA — THCHE Y i 4% il R AR . EUS-FNA 85
T2 Wi, AH R T IORE AN 2 s BURE A 15T S5O BT 0 i 4
fIGE . 78 AR 2R A B PEAS B, EUS-FNA 12 Wi 08
85% (95%ClI: 84%~86%) , 1 5 & 25 98% (95%CI: 97%~
99%) "', WLA, TR BC A5 o BRI L 2F R B R HE B L 2F
YR A 2% EUS-FNA BOVERG 2= 5o ma ™, A 5T i
TR UE WA [ 7855 2 ) e ] 32 VR o A 23 100 22 55, R 0 X 2 o
EHALS AR B AT JC AR AL, R T A I A5 B
TEG PR SR T A v dfi A 3536 S8, PN 45 15 O ] 3l 3 184 2
FETBORIE SIS W R . DFIT A, BRI B f 22 28 ]
5~7 &b, bk B 25 oA BB de 2 T SR 2~4 AT JRAE H
T SRR IZHE A TR 580 B A0 55 (2 W I SR E g 2 AL
TR A EUS Jot 2 45 ] 1) G BEHR AR 2 — o

3 WAL i S W R EUS (1 EEAL R — R R
PR AT AT g A3 MR 0% ke 4330 % o
VI RERET, B, 2T R EUS FT R 6
TRPRZ— o ASGEREEMEMIE /AN A EUS it f il F5 45
I T A IR 2R 598 % RUARIED . 38 R B A 2 B
3/ Bt 68 96 0 TNM 4319152 H i FH 0% 5 1 1 e e

R W ADES NBOR R TR PR bR S

EizEa 225 P
T B MR IR FE B 2 A B 75 N i M ik = B0 4% 15 i T R A 2B B g A 530 5 9 G T B e &I 4 A i 78 VA B A 5
PG AR (e B 28 Job B b M AR 8 45 ) 5 DA NEAS 28 0 S5 < 7 88 0 8 1 B N B AT A 75 0 5 97 M
B 5 P A T TR MEL B 5 AR PP 5 TR KR AT A 55 . ASGE X 3@ I UEAT 5 42 ) AR >80 %
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] A A% A BRI R E D >98 %

T HPTE R ASGE B EYN R I HAT R P BT 5 | - 40T 28 W AR 22 i il P02 28, AR U TR T T AR g e ) T 8 5 A 22 il
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T : ASGE 35 [ TH AL 524 25 s ESGE TR RN TH AL N 5 25

R2 WA B T TR R b S S U

ks e=avnll
i H RS ASGEFFiC 5 HARSS AN AP N B IR i 154 , R T H PR A5 M1 SR e 3 > 98 % H A e

JRBREAE RS WERT R ASGE X A8 bR 3 1 AR RS ER R >70% , BURE >85% . ESGE X 1875 PY B2 5 |- AN £ 28 Jl i e A i i =%
(RIFRAT ALVFIZ T A ZH VR AR ) 441 85 9% I IR BRE R 909% 1) H Arhr o
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FAH RS . TR P, Bl — T 5T R W EUS X T 4
10 HE G TR 62%~67% Z 10120, FEEA I A 5 75 (1 1
BT g AR T i A O 5 7 R 3% R e R ]
VIsRME S C 2L, BUA B0 56 EUS 00 i 5 122 1 1 26
B4 IR 275 0, R IE ASGE K 1005 15 108 A DA 1 A Jo
Fe b , AR O M B AR ) PR e AR E T IE St . 2R AR
Jah , EUSXF N 23 1 A i et 2 AN AR IR . ZE s,
EUS X T 43391 ) S0 B FIVRE 5 8 43 30 819%~92% F11 94%~
999,

= AR BRI

A BT AR BB # AR 5 BT, BTN A EE
AN R SRR UM FIAL R o) SR R S5 B R PR R
FIPEAL B R ED . LU R FEPR L# H EUS R T
RIS TN (R 3),

LARBARRFMRER . RFARF KA RETEH
FHA NEARER TR PRl fe4r . EUS-FNA M EARSE AR
R L ZEFL SR AR S bR R AN A R
FHPE . ASGE XF EUS AR JG A B 31 & A S8 47 A b o 4
T i B <1 % 5L FE<0.5% JERR R R R2% 5
EUS-FNA #1549 bt bt i g A Ay 2 R R F, &
RN 0%~0.5%"3*, EUS RJG ZFFL 2D WA R
R RR GEE S A B YR N 2
AN e B LG R F D >, EUS-FNA
ARG IR 5 T A8 th T Sk 2 b B R L 25405 T 3. g R
Y, RS MR 4 % 96 %K 0.449% (36/8 246) ™, 42445 5
B PR T BE 5 L R 40 ¥ e R B2 R L e, R AN
1.19%~5.3%"""", (HASFERAE, B0 5k
A ARG R AR TP LA TR

2.5 L2 T : ASGE H4 31 8 e S BERE T tR A T
EUS WA JG BT A5 HIFE i, % BT 33 T >98 % iR
WEST S PR P B T 21 1 AT B A TR X

3BFENEE R R AR R XS EUS 12T R
W WP . B L2 E R AR R T R A EUS i
WPl AE bR b (B HELRAR v DA B LR . R R
TR A B 2T By MR I i T A I R VA S
B o AR, BRI 5 i R T R A T B A
BUAN B F LB FT 4G T HA AT RS i A T R A A
. REM—TFENT 131 61452 EUS-FNA (14 835 -2k
15 T PPAl 5 53, 76 9% 1t £ 3 0 1) S HRAS 21 Py 5 B D 4
H L5 IR

Z5 b EUS B — T B AL R, BR3E H 50

EUS 1y Bt s 45 AR e H 5835 . 2021 4, ESGE £ AT #:
EUS & A Ji S 5 il 46 5, S 2 AT M EUS (9 57 2 4 1 42
BET S50 AR BRI S AR G 2P 58 3 A
WHZRR ., — W E R EUSTRE AR AP ARG
(R TR AR o Rt TR EUS (32 W ) 44 A 3 1
55 11 0 A2 R B BRI X R T EUS B BT SR 3,
MEEMR A MRS UIAELER 25 e

& % x #
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