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B N AT T R o IO IR LA K 2 1 LI
BRH AR S i, TR o S M AR I PR AGE B AR Tt .
o K B Xof FER MR 72 AT 8 PRI W, XGRS B S
B M NEK A R (endoscopic ultrasonography , EUS) &
18 BLGF 1 2 () 3 BR8N A 2 12 W 5 i e ] 5 A
BN T2 — o FERCTER bR TR 1 et 52 1 5 R N A
(contrast-enhanced harmonic EUS, CEH-EUS) F FH 28 — 0%
AL TE R, RIS A AR L O T 2 T WS e ke S B o T
B A& S5 4E , A PR 2z sl 7 A i O 52, JF AT S iy
i 557 5 e 50 B A L EERAE . 2008 4 Kitano 25V Sl
P DA B RN A AR S ) R D 5 B R R N T R
JERBEIG 12 W , TE B ELAE 88 | TR AR VAR L2 285 2 RS S5 i 1) 12
I e i P OULZE B B AR T O A 223 3 0 Fo 18 5 7 N
(contrast-enhanced doppler EUS, CED-EUS) i B850 . A&
SCHk CEH-EUS 7EAS [ 28 71 i it 42 11 4 5112 i, L) S HC A
ARG AR BT LA T 23k

— CEH-EUS fEBRHR S o5 2 i 12 H

I i S A 7 4 DAy e e P 78 AN TR 1 A iR
GO S R SR U RN v N o L U
(neuroendocrine tumor, NET) | 5% ¥ {5 FL 3k R I 98 (solid

pseudopapillary neoplasm of the pancreas , SPN ) Fl [ i 5 5 J&i
35 o T AR AR 1) 85%~90% % 19%~5%" . 2%~3% ' Fl
1%~2%" o =E IR P45 75 A 55 I e 26 18 P Jf R 46 AR 1) B 47
25 P B IR ¢ (autoimmune pancreatitis , AIP) |, /& 9 R & 4R
P o JHE AR PR T R IRD T A A A g A 4G R
CEH-EUS 8 # 2 BN RS AL A, 1M K 2805 9728 (i
He 4GP [ IR 48 5% AIP) 7E CEH-EUS H— i 52 30 g 55 4k
gkt , NET 0[5 B B 9 DU 2 30y s R Ak &

1. JE AR I < B L 80% 11 i Mt A 28 A FE B 12 I A 78 SRy i
e 4 B R EFARMIAEIRIL S . B, i 7
Wi Wi e s B A T R Yo a0 [l A 9
CEH-EUS X} 4% 11~20 mm [ BRAR SR L2 Wi UK 45 5%
B R R 50 51N 95% . 83% 1 94% 5 %t H #8<10 mm [ B
Ji 38 3 k12 W BURREE R S E AR 2 53 301 R 70% . 100%
H177%; CEH-EUS (12 i fig 71 (949%) W] W08 T Z HE IR fiE CT
(79%, P=0.02) H MRI(68% , P=0.007)"°’,

TOMAT AT R34 ) ek B 5 FLA R AR S o 32 H i SEAR
ARG B e KPR R . — TR EEAR & (n=277) A9 AT AEE
WE5E &3 CEH-EUS T i g 32 2L R 0 A AR5 Ao kL, AR 9%
X — IG5 W I BRI 1) SRR O 95.1% , K2 51 4 89.0%
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CEH-EUS F 30 &5 1R AL 55 4112 Wt NET 1 S50 F0 4 S5 1
539K 78.9% F1 98.7% 5 78 12 15| Z2 HEBRHE CT A K H 14955 kL
L 7 4554 I N 2 4 NET 7E CEH-EUS F 4351 3 8 0 5
JE 1 2 AR A ] A TG Ak R e i A6 15 55 10T CEH-EUS 2
VBT T AR <2 e JBRE I 90 3 A 104 BB Ry 91.2% , 4 7 T
94.49%" . 2017 4FE—IRN A T 18 Tl IR BF 52 23+ 1 668 1l
HE AT R, CEH-EUS % 51 [ 9 5 48 P i e (g
LR A B EE R 93% , R 5 B R 88%, 136 CEH-EUS A 45 2
56 S0 g 9 5 T R A M i B Sy AT ISR B MR g 11
32 5% 751 £ BT 5 L (b ke Ay 350 155 3 B 512 5 s 352 791 5 BT 1Y)
o) B AR A PR S, L 0. 17 4 12 W ol i 1 e o
8, Z i & TAEHRE (receiver operating characteristic, ROC)
i £ T 10 X (area under the curve, AUC) & 0.86 (95%CI:
0.67~1.00) , HUBE S 80% , F¢ 57 B 47 91.7% , FH M TUI(EL >
92.8%, FAVETUIAE S 78%" . FEATALIT B JBE IR 488 R 35 v
fli F§ CEH-EUS #E47 B8 , & 3 77.8% HIALYT D] WL 24
HELTC LA DX, AR ST TR AT 28.6% H BTG I
X, Wi 22548 i 2F 2 L (P=0.036) ; HALJT 5 CEH-EUS
R H e A A G LA X B R SR AR R K
(45.6 A L1214 A),

CEH-EUS ) i [a] 568 2 il 2% (time-intensity curve, TIC) ]
PAX R o5 07 61 72 S T o T TIC AR 5 S 80001 2
I IR AR FE 7 5 TP UG 1 min B AR A [0 75 5 3 Dl ok R
SR T i B 8 B B 4% L ATP HINET(P<0.05) , CEH-EUS B¢ &
TIC A fd 12 W 09 8RR B LR 55 5 R0 O 3 o 0l 4 v &
95.8%.92.6% M1 94.7%""" . $5 T A — I i I 1k £ BT AT
FE 30 L% TIC S H0A M, & BN TR b 14 4 %o 394 3 e 0
AW 25 5 ¢ IR MR A PR X B i e ERARE 3Rk
S LI Ay TE AR X G SR IRRER . — 50k [ BRI Y
2 0 BT PO 5838 0 Zh A0 IR 40 AT 5 0 7E i kL X g
4 VR N R AE 00, 2 BRI I8 5 0 P T AR AR 1) o8 Ak e (i
(P<0.000 1) \JiE A ELFR(P=0.000 8) . I AMIRE TR B (P=
0.002 7) R A M ZE T A (P=0.000 9) 228y i 24 A
GiiT2E T o Saftoiu FF FHANZE M 25X AR TIC S50
o Bl 25, A2 i e i gt 1) SURR o 94.64% , 7 55 14k
94.44% , FFPE TG A 97.24% , BAVEFUIN(E J9 89.47% .

2.NET: NET /5 747 Jg B SR 98 19 5%~10% , 2 5 14t
99978, 7E CEH-EUS Ha] 55 HAlb J i 52 v i e A0 %000 . P
&I, NET 7£ CEH-EUS H 5 Bl %5 5if Ak ul 5 9 Ak A 15
95%~100%"" , 2010 4F- Ishikawa 2" & S 6 CEH-EUS i+
NET (1 KB M2 5, 2 &K Logistic [F1 14 4 #T B IR |
CEH-EUS T 1] 7 3 58 0 AR AN 35 5] S 0 NET /Y fge i 2R
fIE(OR=53.33,95%C1:10.79~263.58) , % 3405 25 12 W7 ) 4
P RRS IR R AT 1551 90.5% .90.0% F1190.2% ., 75—
58 K& B, Ki-67 Y 48 8 £0>2% A1 CEH-EUS s &t A3
A AL S R 1R 28 M B 2 AH DG (ORME S 3o 17.8 7162.0)
S22 kAR E 1278 Pk NET P93 33 il 45 %% B 441K
(162 £5/mm’ H 262 45/mm’, P<0.05) , £ 4EAL L7355 4 (43%

. 20% , P<0.01) , #2718 CEH-EUS T 5 kb A4 38 A0 45 15 45 g
(i f 22 AR G L BT CEH-EUS 19 TIC 250 B3 B 42
7, NET 2230k 785 A X 38 i 0 N I 4 AbR . BT IF R %
B TIC S 4507 11 [ 75 3 B AR Ak 5 Ak T 4 20 Rt 1 /e i
TR AR L AR S 8 W G 1/G2 2H F1 G3/NEC 21 B v 2 43 5
$996.7% .100% . 100%; (LA AR B FIRZE |, FiR 35
B2 Wi vE T 2R 53 9k 86.7% . 86.7% 1 88.5% , X SE H H R
CEH-EUS [ TIC 2505 HT 6 AR NET (9 73 B2 W A3 ¢ = 1)
AR

3.AIP: AIPJ2—FIFEER IS R A 18 IR AR 42 o LAFE 30% 1Y
ATP BB WA TS WA A ST AR bR, W JE 75
Wz W, BRkb M AIP S TEARRTHR IS N AR . 83T 90%
B ATP FUE 7E CEH-EUS 9 2 B3 b sl s AL . — 0 RG
REPEBT ST e B ALP Jo5 kL7 Sl A 52 0 o Ak (A TP 899% , JHfi it
Pt 13%,P<0.05) , Y5584k (ATP 81%, B9 17%, P<0.05)
AT M55 (ATP 85% , M) 30% , P<0.05) ; CEH-EUS
30 e A R i A TR T R v ATP 5 R S 0 A e
JE(94%)"" . 3@ it %F CEH-EUS B4 TIC 3 #4740 B, & 9
ATP 4 Jifr B 6 0 {13 5 0 0 R 3 Al 7 B8 ) S 5 T I Ao 201
(21.4 dB 11, 9.6 dB, P<0.001;17.5 dB It 6.6 dB, P<0.001) ; A
P ROC HZE , S0 ATP g AR 1) 5 o AL B 1) S R b
{ER 12.5, HA 4 v (A AU B A S B

= \CEH-EUS 7£ AR 2 M3 45 v (14 107 H

I T G A 32 AL S A 9 L Sk R B T R
(intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasms, IPMN ) | 3% & P 4
P B J&8 (serous cystic neoplasms, SCN) | Zf ¥ P 2% 4 Jif Jg
(mucinous cystic neoplasms, MCN ) FI P4 2% Jih 45 . Bff BE 2%
52 LT MCN FI IPMN S5 5 R P %E b, 78 SCN 2= 00 4
SRR E i 2R IX oy RO XHE SR SR B R E
CEH-EUS P38 i PPAG P2 RE 8 i) B sl BE 45715 14 AL 10, X
3 58 Ak 110 R 45 755 RN T 0 Ak ) B B, T B R 2 P AR 1Y
WY A K 2 B0 TP B M R Y A RE 7
CEH-EUS " &2 =i ik, Wi % 2 7] 22 57 B4 124 5 L (86%
EE 89% ), 90% BT 4 i 36 BN AR R AL 2. B RESE Y i)
7 i T R 5 A A v AN AR B A R T P 11
SR AR TE 4~6 1% o FLLE 2013 4F | Yamashita %125t &
L CEH-EUS £ 115 IPMN BE 25 5 0 SO |7 5 58 R 7 o
Ty R 100% . 80% F1 929% . M5 i [n i v 8F 5% & 0L,
A e 7 N BE K A (fundamental B-mode endoscopic
ultrasonography, FB-EUS) , CEH-EUS 7E [} A 2% P 95 45 Hp X
BESETT I Wi SR ] 0 45 5 (849% Lt 64%, P=0.000 1) ;75
T T PP B 2 T DR J U R AR A s A MR B v >
4 mm 2% [E R WPERR AR I, FB-EUS F1 CEH-EUS ) AUC 4351l
h 84% F193%(P=0.028)" . £ %272t MR 22 IPMN
{9 5 FIZ W, BF9Y & IR CEH-EUS Hh g5 B2 A S50 498 24 13t
IR L 1) B 5[] iR 3 AR R [ e R gD A B
IR i 6 b S M 8 e TR R AS LR 38 A e R
i Ay 38 A 2] (P<0.05) , 12 W E Al 2R 43 00 R 80% . 86.7%
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93.3% e FE AN TR 380 A T A 98 A B 445 0 PR AL A 4
B 8 7 T X BR AL (P=0.002) , B 45717 [m] 75 5 i A0 Ak 5 .
T 2 0 A0 E (7=0.803, P<0.001)* . CEH-EUS 2 I
TE A 78 TPMIN A9 0% B R S B3 R A 236 43 03] oK 83.5%
87.0% F184.9% >, ULAl, A WF5T & M EUS Bk A CEH-EUS
AL ASI Y TPMN AR Ji5 7% 4% 19 B A 1 235 sl Jle i
9, I IUAE TIPMN AR S B 4 CT X EUS #2878 54
AR B MR AR AR ) St R, S A CEH-EUS LB
B

= .CEH-EUS F£ JR AR5 Hh 1) H At FH

1.CEH-EUS Bt & #7851 5 T 4l £ i R (EUS-
guided fine-needle aspiration, EUS-FNA ) 7 [i B (5 {57 14 9% 48
HF IS VR : EUS-FNA AT LS B AR 75 21 2 2% 41 it =
W BRI W, 2 Wi bR ifE . (H EUS-FNA fE7E R i
25 FRAVERRAE ARSI . — ST 38 7E CEH-EUS
TR 2 /9 T6 1 HE E X PN 1T EUS-FNA, 12 Wi S0 B
72.9% (35/48) , T £ 1ML 7 #E 7 X 12 Wi U o 94.3%
(230/244) , 22 57 A Giit2# 5 X (P<0.001) , 3H] EUS-FNA nf
¥ CEH-EUS $8 I 549 JG 1L 738 7 8 DX 48 i e a1k
KA R, CEH-EUS 7] $ 55 EUS-FNA i [ 44 1 o A o
I 2R, CEH-EUS Fl EUS-FNA 64 FDKF EUS-FNA Xif i
PRI 12 W BURR N 929% 2151 31 100% 7, B I 7E EUS-FNA
SR AR SN T, 0T % AT CEH-EUS 4 Bl T i 2
Wi, —I5REALRT A 5T /R , 78 CEH-EUS 5[5 T 1) FNA 21
— R FE o RAE R AT IR F] 60% (12/20) , 1M H AL EUS-FNA 41
h25%(5/20) , B2 1) 25 5 47 e 2478 L (P=0.027)" . 53
— IGURT B 1 BA B BIF 9Tt % I CEH-EUS-FNA F 7843 R ke R
U ¥ B35 55 T EUS-FNA (84.9% I 68.8%, P=0.003;
76.5% |1, 58.8%,P=0.011)"",

It CEH-EUS £ B F & & EUS-FNA #) A 2
CEH-EUS By S AEIR A% 7T LA b G 2 i) RS0 ol T 4t 1k
(FEAF5 ) DX Il 5 350 0 I PP 1k 2 SR, ) e 265 8 ) SR A 3R ]
WD RAFEUCEL, S b W] AR A5 I & Y AU

2. VRS H6 RS < AT O I 22 M G R 3R R 27 2% , B T 1)
WH5E 32 9] CEH-EUS 12 W 5% B8 119 1k 5%y 98.4% , JU
BT EAR<10 mm /NERS KL, CEH-EUS ¥ Y B0 40E% % B 2 5
T 1 58 CT (88.9% It 11.1%, P<0.001) Fl EUS (30.6% [t
11.1%,P<0.001) ; HAVAH CEH-EUS &KL T 2.1% 1 i % R ff
FE L BT AL L, DT SRS A M P-4 T e o3 1, i
TIPSR . 83% (1 1k ik [ 45 78 CEH-EUS th &30
AEERIE, 91% B B PRk L4 3 AT5Rik, —E 2 RA 5%
1247 X (P<0.01) ., CEH-EUS % 5] B M bk 00 45 14 4808
BE RS E RN AET R 5 83% .91% F188% . DK it T8
SERfE LT EUS-FNA BT 20 BRIk 1 2% , CEH-EUS
A ROEER S B

3.CEH-EUS WA T T BE : CEH-EUS {# 1] A4 38000 1 52 571
WA 27 B R IR . AR M R 5
FIME B AE , 1] 78 A DA Wil S 2R, A i R G P A

WE BRI E . AV R (R 25 E AR nl L
B Tl 3 T I PR L P v P R MR ML, ] (5 A7
R 00 VE Y R . BB PR T iR A X
201 005 B 200 530 5 A AR S A 4 3R 1) AL 2 RN 4
#5. Tinkov %5 fi L7 AR i K SRR v 0 B B 8 32 71
TR A B IR TR 1 790 , S IR 7 A e 2 28 v g BT 2R R
AR BEZH S T 12 %5, IobRg A= 4 BR S aa f  2e BH 24 ) 6 4%
F14 B0 76 T 5 3R T 0 iR R S 24 A W 0 A bR R K
2013 4F- Kotopoulis 2 HEAT T 8 0 it s 5 M S 25 W03
IT BRI R 5, 322 32 It s 3 300 A 5 75 PG A 523 7 B9 R
552 WA VA AT A R AR L, AT AR AN 8.9 4
AREE 17.640A (P=0.011), B &5 T IHMRE B2 4E
73R, SH AL 4 B kI R L A IR IT 29 9 O TRt i 5
TR T BT nlKE S A R AR T BRI T, A
T 1R 2 0 (A o P TR T AR T L T b7 R
L AE R G T R IEE 2 IRES B LIRS AR T
Ko ) S 56 R RATE 78 % ] S 1k e 4 e T RRAR , B
ol i 5 7000 AR 2L 4 L ) i AR — 2B R

DU g

Wi 25 134 0 3 5 90 O & R R RE S PN B A G il
CEH-EUS I [HR R S 5 i 45 S isf AR AG F AT IR o5 157 s
ARHISYT R R HE T EEAE . B RATAYZS [ 43 B HOR
8 £ (I PRF ST 17k CEH-EUS 76 UL A 45 M 30 28 A% e
P s S B2 W Al B EUS-FNA YERAVE 5235 52 R 92 43 15
277 1 L F HLEUS MRILCT HAA W B 8%, CEH-EUS 7
JEALTT S5 U BT SRRl AR A F5 B 17 L B FE PR N2 )
VAT SF AU R , TS A R A A R 3
PR FrAEE T RELE R 25w o
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