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#& WHO 2020 4 4 421t , ¥ 4 & 50 % M b g
HOBRREARERMEESM, FARMES T AL,
3t A # (466 000) #: 2t & 7 A %0(496 000)"'. &
Vit R 15%~20% 8 B AT F Rk, 7 40%~
50% N & 4 4k 3 A R B R R B 3T AL #%
TR BAL, 470%™ 3R ] HFIE # A kxR R
WA GERAE MEEXREE, ERMECT
RERELH RO BN ERERFLE T ",

IR, 24% W B R Ja 7K T I 55 B0 3R R
BCTAEARMIFHZRT BOMMEESL, H
WL, lE K ERF LB BRI,

— WK EPHELF WA E (contrast-
enhanced harmonic endoscopic ultrasound , CH-EUS)

# E W% & & (endoscopic ultrasonography,
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JERRE B BB A E P EUS R IL T
118 7] (16.2%) ff JIE 42 #% # # , T CT st MRI R & .
T 8271 (11.2%) . H 7 0., EUS 8% Wi & sk i T
CT 3 MRI, #& T 78 %% 0 Jf B /N AF I 46 B bk (&
<10 mm) B, EUS % & & X % 30.6%, CH-EUS &y
REE K 88.9%, % 7~ CH-EUS ¥ #r 2 8 {f T EUS,
HzRAEASTFE XY, OhE™ 4 & I CH-EUS
B A tH 93.3% By B JIE R M, T EUS 89 A B & XY
73.3%.,

KT CTEHECT, £ EUS th o b, i1 4b
FluBRENEZA BT EALENREY ., &
RS 2P el R DI & Wb &
Fi A R AR Y AR P R R TR O R, e R A
7 3% A E AT B AR A o, B DA B o O B9 AR
LEHEEARERFHENENEM ) EE,
AR AR T R Y IE K LR BB — R E
YA, EH SR SR B R R AR L E
Fokk T (e E RGBS REEMERE, LHLE
M 4 i D B R R S AL B 1] T 3K 10 min DA B GE
K Bt E 3 AT R R A A AR, AT
JERRE AR R RSk R KA W AL
F MR ARz, A A D W N R M T B R
T XEME, FREEED A, HABER
IR AN, R E KRB R, 4T
J& 5~10 min 78 &, 5 w7 AT JE L BE BE RS B L R
SH L E F IR AWM R, 3 30~
45 min"', FFEREHAMES SR T RHMNKE L
B B THEZSEREEFNAREAR, k2 &
T, A EEY AT LE Y H)X
WAFTBBH . —THNT 116 0] IR AT E
ok B A R P, DL TR R AR O B UE 4% A5 M 4R
fE, 5 RBE KN 96.6%, 45 57 K 99.0%, ¥ Wi v 74
EH98.4%, REE U HEFHEHEEMTEUS
(76.7% .93.4% ) F. ¥ 5% CT(69.8% .90.6%) .

AP — TR NS ORI R,
HP 13685 0 AT IE4 A, DL B s 40 0 AT IE 4%
i 89 45 4E , CH-EUS # % % & % 83.33%, 4 7% &
77 100.00% , P £ T NAE 4 100.00% , FA 4 008
100.00% , % #7 Y 8 % H 92.31% , Kappa 18 H 0.84.
i 8% 7% CT/MRI ¥ Wr fif JE #2 % M 09 R 8L & A
66.67%, ¥ & E A 100.00%, FE % T 0 1E A
100.00%, [H M B & % 77.78%, ¥ B e # & K
84.62% , Kappa 18 1 0.68. Kappa 8 K ¥ ¥ & 77 3%
5 e ArEty — AR E, # 3 Kappa B 3R, 7

CH-EUS W7 Ji B8 % FT I 55 2 Ik 0 66 1 8 T34 7%
CT/MRI,

CH-EUS B R B AE R A0 T

L% & K% % :#8 7% A4 (H K Fujifilm
EG-530UR, H & Pentax EG-3270UK) , 4t 2 % ( H &
Fujifilm SU-9000) , Hl#k $& % % & 4 0.26, & 51 %
# 5 MHz.

QAT R HEKEN2T EE4H,
2mL XK EHAKERAAT K, HETHAE
#0.015 mL/kg, PL 1 mL/s 8 3% J& 7% N\, 10 mL 4 #
HAHE, EHATI0~15s FEEF,20sK 14
85 3% % 7 A7 B RF 3 Bk it 7= A B foAR, A 2T
B Bk B PR A [ #% Bk, 8~10 min J& 4+ A B BT E 41 4
PREAREME, BWH AR T KT H xR
MR HEARIFHL LM%,

30U 25 5 R R R M - SEE EUS THLEAF
R, AEZELQRE AR, EH2RT K, EEUSK
CH-EUSHE B2 E T RHFAMEAEN, Eita
AT MG 8~10 minFENAEE A, BIF M KN 7T &
B RAHRE NG L BEFERE T AR
BRAENCE. I TARATRTUERESEY
10 min~2 h, B 8 70 R By B 8] AT 7 R

— H#FEAFET R T 44 H K (endoscopic
ultrasound-guided fine-needle aspiration, EUS-FNA )

W T F AR E AR LR 15%~20% W
BEHTATF K%, H ol EUS-FNA £ H i 2k BUAT
JIE %% %% 4k 40 49 B H W 3% o EUS-FNA ¥ B A 2%
%t R BUE A 82%~98%, T CH-EUS # 4 4| iE
80%~100% ) EUS-FNA 15 [ P 4 £, EUS-FNA
Bk 4 CH-EUS B 5 A R 27 £ h 100%, 15 W7 v 8 %
7 86.7%" . CH-EUS A & 48 7 ¥ fw R g 2 IR
DA I v S B R N R A e =
b B FF i B AR B R e AT B B T
FARBRBEHFANGHEE BN - RE
FEAET ZRFR,RET BEFNEFROHE
ki

BR A EHRNEKE S T IA EUS-FNA &
W7 IR T, AR D B Rk T X A A B JIE
BHEMLE PR NA . & T #% EUS-FNA # i 6y
BHE GEFERFANEE EEEARP TR 5
AR VERCE LR A PR A
e 37 3T fi (rapid on-site evaluation, ROSE) .
7R RIGAERF R N L O w3t 5 R 4B, AH
WFERERFE, % 4O MEHERE S (857%
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t.57.7%,P=0.02)" . &5 Ak sh 4 ¥R IE I8
B AT DA R B oK TR 4, LR D R A,
FlFHE#HGE" ., —THUNT 6 M5 4184 &
H ) Meta 23T X A IR WA FI B9 B RSB 48 T
Fih, MR TLRE ALFDEFRERLA —EM®
B AR WMBE AL T 10 mL 7 JE E 58 R
N3 mL Ak, BRI E HEE TR 10 mL
fUEE ST, LA A T A%,
XTESEAAE  FRAMLRENAE—H
HFhEEW., AERRGEESEE LR T ik
FRE NG, BRHELBERME-AERATAE
— AL RS2 e 2 K JE 10 mL fUE (IS
2B E LT 2 A AE B 109K (159K .20 9K F 7 B iR 4
B EREANEXRERAT , EEAEHR S, P
W EME;HAERALT, m THEEFR 20K
FARBVEERER MRS T H A, B Hk#
FHEAEFRHISK;EFEA2GCER4EEFA
1SR B AT 44 T, 10 mL f1 & foig 05 22 th 2 #r
BHEZRALETFEN, 7 -—FHA R bk
WL 22 G ER4T I, 10mL i EFBHRS 22
W RBE HRE EREERLAITFEXN,
ERBCFRN4H , ERFLOHERES T
10 mL 2, 20 mL i £ (90.0% . 67.9%) , i & 75 4 &
& F 10 mL 2 20 mL % J& (25.0% th 66.7%)"7 . &
W, EFEEEH2SCERAHBHRFL, EH2G
FR 4 TARYE LR FRKIH#ATHHE . CH-EUS-
FNA % 7 B B 5 B R OB 3 1%(0.82%) , .35 H fn \ 5
FLRR G JH T RE R R R e A R Y
AR EHAT T 90| I IE 4% 7% M CH-EUS-FNA

(EH1~E6), #AH25G(5%]).22 G(5%]) F 4,
B FE R, VA TR R KT e R 4, 10 mLL
REFEST BB T L, ELHROSEHNFAT,
3 17 5 R R O 2%20 9% .

ROSE. ZE WA 1F & fu 8 = W45 51 3 T 40 4+
A A TR &L W s 1, 2 EUS-FNA A
KRR ET o

= 1& 3 B & 4 jE (circulating tumor cells,
CTC) A

AR H BOR T AR R KM 4% 8 M 7E o
T AHY BB A X R, R R R A FE CTC B 4
WA a RED T8 K CTC AW 77 % K 34
HSK EMFHEEEEIARELIB(HEEE R
FRAT A Hh 3k ), A B M IE M B PR M B (] ok
INGEE T AR MR BT, fIEF M (RiE 4
1t % | CellSearch® % 4t . it &\, 48}l # .DEPArray®) ,
T FH A (RT-qPCR) F 5 #8472,

R 5 B F Bk K 2 NN B AN A
F10L A RA 1w '™, E i A
# 4 10 mL 5b B & fik ot o A 1~10 /> ik 5 40 >
A e AT — A I 7 kT E MR E RSPk
T # Bk CTC 3 % 7 AF L8y & 32 IR1E A, S fr
ERTHASK REFXRERLALIAFT#
B E R R A E NES BT # KE
RPAEGE Y X — WK, — TN TR W
Meta 2 47 B 7% ¢ |7 Bk fo CTC % 77 & =2 4b
7745 (95%CI:1.35~43.9)”), ek w58 of | |
ik i CTC 89 4 H % K 75%, T 45 & f CTC & A4 B
ALK 509%™

Bl BN AT R B SE A L PRI KL TR 7 A BT R B IR 5 1B I e o e 78 U5 3 S i 7 A B R R B e

P ARG 55 2 BRI KL SR AR s e 3
A NG AR WATIESE RS AL 4B < 38 D i 52 1 ool P A5 DI R

Bk B4 BRI A TR N GG 4A:

Bs ArNEEeRsAtEEll Ee [k E
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IT# fik CTC [H 1 2 FF B 58 7 e ar 507, B
TR KRR # A B, 1 88 ik CTC 7 G3 1 h 91 7o
EHTGCL.G2H, 5#EHAlke EAEX,THQ
#HCTC ) % A L3k A48 X ™. ROC # &4 X
B, Y1 SR E A CTC X 30 8] 78 JE CTC 8 4
B TERZERMONA N FES, LxElE R
8 4 % # 14 N /mL(AUROC=0.893, % % JZ 0.857,
%7 £ 0.813, P=0.001) #7 0.545(AUROC=0.795, %
HUE 0.714, 5 7+ /£ 0.545,P=0.016) ',

CTC FA M B % 8 &K & 7 £ & = (HR=1.82,
95%CI: 1.61~2.05)"™' . & K & JF # # it , 7 # ik
CTC<185(HR=4.464, P=0.016) 5% #| ¥ T j7 & M -1
b EER, HOFEACTC R H ERM XM, o
VI EREF,T#KCICANES FRE M
RPN T HEKCTCH B ER EFHEEM X, T
4h B # fk CTC U T W 2 A = 2, CTC % % An 18] 78
FCICHEAERERAFH OB LAERE X
(P=0.003.P=0.001).

SR 3R 2 T HE S R B R B 5 R A A
WHE19G.20 G K 22G, R OHEA 22 G(n=9) &
25 G(n=1) F Al 4, b & A8 B F R 1T # ik, ]t
6mLE NEDTAfLBEEE M, RFELFEEEE
HTEB IR L Rk dn ., b F TR AR 41K,
HFR 48K, W58, 71k % f % v CTC 3t
B, WO T R AT 8 AW E N 200~500 pL EDTA
BiR, & RE| AL HEE,H K EDTA B R T x ¥
NER g, THH#KZFRAE 2401 FY,
100 BHH A HIAA R AR EIHFLIE. s, CTCH
WA LA T FIEE, B THRMAT EH S
B, St R4 B 8 40 e 2 F AR SR AR B R T
R

LT, AR T A #E Y AT CH-EUS AL
Bk T MR E A % A B3R  CH-EUS-FNA %k B
4140 [T B Bkt CTC 40 M 7 2 WY B8 SR AT B 2%
BurTEEAESS FEREA D E, LK RE
R VE 2 B, R B TG R R R R CTE B, R X
FTARPOMERE S, U3 N RR
SRR B D AR T KR
b3t SR (R P N R IE-RUIEN

& % x
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