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rh A S RS IR DT T B SE e J AR R = T
PYAEAE B A NG UL . AR SO EUS 75 o 63 1 i 126
MIWFTE I A — 45k

— EUS AHSCH BORTE R 12 W e (4 10 ]

1.LEUS ZHZ1 3 AR R ( EUS-elastography , EUS-EG )
EUS-EG AT AR HEAS [F] B 20 2132 s I 09 28 T8 2230 #4 R Tl 1
1 B2 FHAS [ 04 €882 73 HE R DT X R i i P Py i A 3531
W, BIFFR ik A ] 1B 2 2 r TR0 R o 1 A R
H97% KN 67%' ), T LIRS EUS 28 % B 1 K
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SR) , SN LU ME R AE A 52 B 40T, Rl Shi 451 WS
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2.EUS F 2 i 52 1 58 £ R ( contrast-enhanced-EUS,
CE-EUS) : CE-EUS fE#538 i 1 5 i 25 (9 48 75 3 52 79 ok
S BINAE AR R SRR W MR AR S , A SR 28 AR DG 1Y
O3, BRI FTFE EUS A6 s S i g i A geg 7 i AR, A%l
BFIWTR AE 0 BB PE RIS . 4 — 3 Meta 4347 B
715 , CE-EUS X BRI 12 W7 0 05 A0 7 JBE 23 301 o 939 Al
80%"* . CE-EUS S M HAT i i U, L5 EUS
515 T WA E 220l AR ( EUS-guided fine-needle aspiraiton ,
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PESER PR TR AR 1L 3
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1.EUS gl%?@hﬁm&ﬁ‘“ﬁﬁ(EUS-guided fine-needle
intratumoral injection, EUS-FNI) ; EUS-FNI /2 7E EUS 5| & F
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Jivggg 2L v DTG 400 ] B B 0 A 1 — IR T T i
EUS-FNI /-1 Jo/K £ BE i 5 52 W TE G 97 D ik 2 1
TR R 28 PN 43000 J 38 1 6 PR e A3 3 IA mT L2 S 4R ok
L2 W50 T EUS 515 T FE S0t b 98 25 9 55005 16 ik 12
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BHACI IR R . T3 Levy 2507 XF 36 451 k82 0] I
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I3 —TGURIF 5 R AT LA 400 0 g i fe g 2 K 4 AV T L Bl K
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FAICTF A AE KA, 4 TR g ~F 2 /v il 30.7 mm 72 Dy
29.3 mm, 6 Bl AR R 8 CHSTIS, 38T 4 JAJR A 2
il B E P CHST15 7K1 BH 8 T R, B 255K 1 81 J 3 1Y) SF- 1
AR THR40EBE (S DA STADA), xR
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JiRdi B 2 4 B AT R AL T IR AT T ARDIBR BT /Y
FRUERE 1, BT G b e RE AL BE ST R TR BRI R
100% , AR5 358 CT 7R B AR LN 3,75 em® (0. 72 ~
12.6 em®) , 2 IRIRFR 30% (5. 8% ~73. 5% ) , Wi
A 3 B8 AR BE IR, JE ™ B A R . HETIRSY
A RIIEW] EUS-RFA 6J7 BRIRE J& 4 4 AT ATHY , BB 7y
To AR AT A T ARG T B R e —Fh 2R iR
97 F-Be A HXT B J SR A A7 38 1 AT ANV 4 s
T 22 1 KA R AT SR IE S HO Y738

3.EUS 515 T BhRE A Bbre— Rl al b i s 07 '8 1)
A AR IS, BETE AR T T MERR 51 T 5 2k el /b %o
FIENE# HAWERSS . 7E EUS 515 T A7 BRI S48 B A
Joits X B, I HA B I HOR i R BRI RS AL %
FEGEIN S br HARER , T 19 G 28R AT R, T AE
SR I 2 B B b U FT A 5 B/ BE RG22 G i B
BEN JRE AR R TR 1 A AR E T e H 4
EUS BB B2 EUS JHCE 0 S AR5 R 6 B 1 AR w5 9 i
FENR, HEA RN e rttm S, wa FARME
CT 51 FHCE 3R 4% nT B s

= \EUS AR BORTE BN & AL IR P A H]

1.LEUS 5] % T Hif 5] i ( EUS-guided biliary drainage,
EUS-BD) « JB 3k Bz #5798 S g Ji 98 9 e ¢ B o, b 7852 i
JeE AT R AR A 25 e JIHLEVE T B, 3 B0 A B B 9
HFINRER HE AFAER . X T IeiEAT TR U IR 0 1 2 103 B A s
A BT IHIE 5 R JC B i B A T A R 1 e i 1l B IR T
Jy et o BNEEWATIRIE E R AR ( endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography , ERCP) /&£ ML [ N 85 F IHIE 51 i F
BEONSE R LR BR AT IR 5] 90% LA L, SR W45 A 235845 i
JR AR £ TC IR 56 B ERCP IEE 513 AR % F
XA AR T R AR & R SRS 51 AR (per-
cutaneous transhepatic cholangial drainage, PTCD) | 4%} il
DA 1 % A EUS-BD, 5 PTCD AHH:, EUS-BD 1]
£ EUS 513 T4 B s+ 48 2 I8 487, 3 5 76 I JE F
o 308 22 [A) N7 5 A (30 7 3k v LAk S BT 9 A i
o, HAZ WK, B Sk T HGE 1 EUS-BD i 71 5
CHEE 1000 1], - 24 5 A il By 22 1k IR 2 fife 224 301 Ay
91%F188% ', AR BTN EUS-BD 5 PTCD #E17 HLZ,
FER BN T ERCP FARKMIN B E  TE M BRI 2%
FEIGEERE X B EUS-BD BAT S AR I RACR , HA R
SR AR A ARTARY B, 7T LA EUS-BD 2
£ ERCP R #2 PTCD AL R EAGRIT T 5. Ji A e
¥ EUS-BD 5 ERCP A L4, Paik % 5E Uiy — i EUS-BD
5 ERCP {7 IETE AR R A BE ALY FRAIFSE vy, by B S P 2
TEBAFPRAEAEEE L7, F5 EUS-BD /%8 [] T° ERCP (1)
HREG I 5k Z — (A 2 ERCP 2 WU 9 #b i
Jiti) , 4t R S B AR I R A 2 32 07 T 22 S TE 48
XM EUS-BD ARG A R SRR AR A% SRl 405 F

TR EEERE 12 HAERESCGEEHE, 56—
T Meta 4347 M 7% , EUS-BD 5 ERCP 7& 57 A& Flfs FR 1 2
AR FRAERTE] R B3R & A ORI S 2R i 8y T 22 S48 6
Giit# X, {3 EUS-BD & 4= 2 ZL T BN 4 1Y 1l BE M
iK', EUS-BD B s A8 T30 e B A v, 7 2 P 3 5 DT 2
Y548 ERCP Al EUS #/EH AR | 75 SMRchf BEAS S CST R 4h
BHE 2B B A ME ™ . Ik, EUS-BD J2& 75 AT RAAE hy i
Ji g HEE AT BEL 1) 32 B3R 7 F Bk T it — 2R

2.EUS 51 % T IE I # & AR I7 ( EUS-guided celiac
neurolysis , EUS-CPN) « A /2% 6 A 1 M 98 e £ 2R RE IR 2
— 2 T5% W) B AE RS W B 22 I T I S R, X R
T RF AL R EUS-CPN 7£ EUS 51 5 T i i
T7) B ol 28 PN S5 Tt s A 52 5% R I ol 28 DA ) i R
A2 Rl S VA T IR AR A RO . B ETIESE BoR
EUS-CPN 1 i I 1) 22 %28 Ry 54% ~ 88% ,“F- 341 5 1R
R R 8~10 JA™' . & T{ali} B 17 EUS-CPN 497, H Rl
M ICRETE . Nagels 2520V TAH B TE £ 4 X 24 ) AR R O AN
o IR K1 0L T 2% R F EUS-CPN JRYT . Wyse
ZEUT S EUS-CPN AT 515 48 25 W R 1697 847 BEDL T
RRGRES | AT TR TC 1 DI R 1 TR i A8, B 2 T D
11 EUS-CPN $AE 5 25 U IR T R A7 S 3 M H M)
BURACR T IR YT S N ME A {5 B B BB R T
SRE XU 2 A B E . 59 A W ST T e ey
TESTK BRI T IR . A W 508 EUS-CPN 5
EUS 515 T i JE Al 28735 T 44 /K & B (EUS-celiac ganglia
neurolysis , EUS-CGN) WFF ST T T e, ¥ & LS 3 5% AR
FRER YA SRR B E W T RIE S AN, ) — I i
AN BT EUS-CPN Fll EUS-CGN f % A % BE
Xt L A 2284 e S v 90 i 2 T T LA R S K DX sl O [ B
RH ¥ I Jis 0 28 DA, DA T IA S EUS-CGN 1T LA [ B 55 %]
EUS-CPNPHH i b 2 AR R0 (R3] EUS-CGN
JTRLETF EUS-CPN (o H2 UM i 53 ) W 1 BEAS S
H AT o T I PR B AL BT LAIESE . BRfE
GiAb 25 LIAN A0 A 2 B 28 BELAE (47 95, 40 EUS 5
ST B AR 1 AR 25 Y L% EUS-RFA
TH R s e 281 ) A Y T S A R R AR R TR
R . SRS, EUS-CPN JAIT I 4 A i, HoR
RO AR AR, SRMMES FE RS, A5
KB EUS-CPN A7 2 it 4 A 77 300 45 5 10 2 57 A B R 3%
H EUS-CGN % EUS-CPN X A FF 3 ma g 2 4o 4r
Pz 2 BT ET T I JR 5 5 R AT M L AR A T T M
XA RE & 18 8 L IR MR PR T R AR A A R A R
PR Lt B R 5 3, B T B R LAS, A b B 30—
HFTIRER EUS-CPN 37 X 35 TS I R2 0

3.EUS 515 H W& A (EUS-guided gastroenterostomy ,
EUS-GE) : J5U & g H3 | £ % bk O 235 i oK ol P 2 8 45
OB SR R TR ) B TS AR 0 1 1
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