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[RE] 4K, NESBEA 512 T AE 28R/ 1 KR (endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine-needle

aspiration/biopsy, EUS-FNA/B) 73 H ) V2 FF &, BUR TH A IE AP a8 B AR SR MR B F B, M5
EUS-FNA/B Fi AR5 B A R W & S, A fa] B3 16 A AR v (L I J& EUS-FNA/B 1A AR Ff figf ke 7 [v) 0L,
AFE BB [ N SN ICHE B 1Y SE R L, X AR R A SCF AT J AR AT 45 AR, 41X EUS-FNA/B
FIIE RAEAE ERAERAR ArAAb s T AR B 2 ] 5505551, DARZE RTE R B T 21 M6 IR
I R BURN 37 £ WL, LABIHE = EUS-FNA/B RS AL F .

[EiE] WA KA, RAHSRA, 4, MEMHAR,; 56

DOI:10.3760/ cma.j.cn321463-20210302-00143

Chinese guideline for the clinical practice of endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine-needle aspiration/
biopsy (2021, Shanghai)
Expert Committee on Endoscopic Ulirasonography of Chinese Medical Doctor Association
Corresponding author: Jin Zhendong, Department of Gastroenterology, Changhai Hospital, Naval Medical
University , Shanghai 200433, China, Email ; zhendjin@ 126.com; Li Zhaoshen, Depariment of Gastroenterology,
Changhai Hospital, Naval Medical University, Shanghai 200433, China, Email ; zhsl@vip.163.com
[Summary] In recent years, endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine-needle aspiration/biopsy ( EUS-
FNA/B) has been widely applied throughout China and plays an increasingly important role in the diagnosis
and treatment of diseases of digestive tract or adjacent organs. With the development and innovation of
perceptions and techniques, the standardization in clinical practice of EUS-FNA/B becomes an urgent need.
The guideline presented herein is based on existing guidelines and makes substantial updates on frontier
progress in this field for the past few years. Based on the most current evidence, a total of 21 clinical
concerns and 37 recommendations are proposed including the indications and contraindications, skills and
techniques, specimen processing, perioperative management, and training and education of EUS-FNA/B. It
is expected to guide the clinical application of EUS-FNA/B.
Biopsy, fine-needle; Fine-needle aspiration; Guideline
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M AE A

PN BT A 51 T AT 2 Al W 5 AR (endo-
scopic  ultrasound-guided
biopsy, EUS-FNA/B) [ i F F il IR LIk, € h T
TRIE J 4B 3T 4% B W AL 2R 0 E = T &Y, EUS-
FNA/B AT LA HR 20 s 2 2L R 2 9 22 B3
BRI, i T L S A T 5 0 LA P B RS
Sk, AR AT W 0 31, AT R MR IR I O 58 A 1k
P, AR, 7E EUS-FNA/B BUB JERE I JF J& 1 3%

fine-needle  aspiration/

PRURSEIN 35~ %2 5 5 50200 i 00 P 5 B AR B A e 9

For R IR YT 1 T BORRSE . B
EUS-FNA/B 732 JF Ji&, 40 o] B3 16 A A 1 4
EUS-FNA/B Al AR HH 72 87 5 R ATTRY AL B
AR B 8 75 2% 23 BK B ( European Federation of
Societies for Ultrasound in Medicine and Biology,
EFSUMB ) FIEK I & 1 N 5% 2% 2 ( European Society of
Gastrointestinal Endoscopy , ESGE) 4351 F 2016 4F fll
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2017 4F A T EUS 515 FHUM AT,
BRI AL N B o S B N BE 2 TR T 2017
AR AT T A EUS-FNA I R e/, -
WIS F K AT LIK , EUS-FNA/B Y32 B ALFE i — 0
P AT BOARW IR AL | NS TR T
— Ry E B E ., bt m IR E EUS-FNA/B /K
- AN [ i X R R AN B8R KOF R — B B R
B TR E E R 19 EUS-FNA/B $8/E AR FG R v
FHAAR R, FRATTRT T A S A OC AT A 5% SR 2R 4 T T
Mg TEFTMS B LA b 45 TR E SEBR S O
TR E N AR S 5 T AT 2 s e 3 AR AR
N FHAEFE .

A PG T BE T AR S R TEAS | S5 1
(the grading of recommendations assessment, develop-
ment and evaluation, GRADE) R4t P-Al UE4E it &
HEFERIE EE A A = e B AR L C
AT D ARMR IR I 4 ARG AR50 B 43 Mo
WEFE RIS 2 459 £FXT EUS-FNA/B 91l
PRIGHE BRAEH AR bRAS AL BE Bl A I A L 2
L8NS, LA B 2R T 21 ARG
TR R 37 SRAEAE R L, I X HERE B UL BT I T 1)
WEHEHEAT T 2538, 48/ 1Y 5 58 DAR A4 1) T8 =X & 3%
YR GRS L B T B O L BT JR )
R R AT A 5 B3 8 I B X 78 5 L %
SR, BRI IR WA AT R A

j@] & 1;EUS-FNA/B BWBLLIE M iF ?

BRiA 1. 1. X FHEBEAS B B R AR SE 4 o 2 MR
28 AATIBRIRZE AT AL ST R , S ZE T VBRI 28
FIHT iR B BRI TR, HEFEAT EUS-FNA/B, (UEHE /&
A HEFEREE L SRIERR )

Bk 1. 2. %HF4£ CT.MRI 5%, EUS £ &EARRE
T 5 M o ) JBR AR R P8 7 , 24 EUS-FNA/B 7] BB
ARIRIT SR MG BT , #E#24T EUS-FNA/B, (IE3E i .
A HEFESR I IR ISR )

Fiik 1.3. EUS-FNA/B A H FK&ZE =2 cm &
EFAVIBRERLEEFAERXE, A B
BTHAGE B R T B RS W, (IEHE . B;
WEFERIE SRR )

B3R 1. 4. XTI E L SBAE S R R A B
s PR B B 45 K, 24 EUS-FNA/B 7] RE
WEIEYT SR B, BN T IE AL E R R MR AR
RERNE T ERAMER, #F1T EUS-FNA/B LA
BURIEZWT, (IEHEDTR . B AR B . 5944

EUS-FNA/B 7E g8 I 5214 i A M9 A8 12 W i
NS ¥Z o 40T B R AR TG ik TR VI BR T B AT
Y BAR S IS s E R U0 IR 0 AR 7 AT R Bl
fLIFES, EUS-FNA/B 1] DL 42 (4555 22 Wi Ak 45 . AR
I 22 36 25 6 43 B R 2 4 M [l B 5% 9 4GB, EUS-
FNA/B X F [ i g 19 12 W7 50088 B T 3k 3] 85% ~
93% K S RE] K 96% ~ 100% 70, Kb Tt i A B
) JBE 52 1 5 57 P s 2%, EUS-FNA/B A] D) 45 B4
Ji o 2 2212 W DL S R AR AL 22 A 9 iR
T EUS-FNA/B X} [ i # 22 PN 43 36 ek g8 L7 % 5
112 W SRR BE A %, 2 T EUS-FNA/B R4S 119
Ki-67 Ha 3 20 214k 24 e (2 ] DL ik A7 i 28 P9 4 3 e
oA B W A g0 St T e A A e R S
9 A8 B R T P g A ek A, e B R SRR R R L H B
JoE M TR R AR bk EL R LA R J R B B8 e kb G EUS-
FNA/B 7] DLk 47 28 502 Wi, K SCRk4RGE T
EUS-FNA/B £ 5 7 5k i J6 5 4 28 9 43 W i g | F
By G 5 1 R 8 e SH At T i S P 35 A ) A 3 v A
AfEEPELR T EUS-FNA/B 5 28 Bz 28 il i %o
FEAF o i A PR, — S i 59T W 7 PR 112 R 30
TG it 2 22 F 15 EUS-FNA/B X T 8% /)N 95 A5
(K12 <3 em) M98 W7 oo PE A0 T 28 e 28 8
EUS-FNA/B 1) 3 & AE A Az 3 DL K% o Jes 44 B -3
FERS I A SRR T 28 g ) o)

ot A 5 A 0 55 22 o 21 B o 4 R 3 i
AR, H b bR MR AR 20 60% , A5 S N
FLICRBNVER B S R TR S R | Sk
AL S R ARSI e g e 2 P A 5 I Py P A
FEN ISR Y H R RAR R A CT
ol MRI 45X 1 R i 0 P 28 1 S 00 — 2 Jmy BR 42
HHUREE AR JE 70%2 . EUS AT DL hn s i b 5 7R
FELE 25 5 A I 6 &R, 12 W HE A R 0] Gk
90% ' > | HIREE B R £ 2015 4 K A6 95
BT T HAT 20 2 TEM: = G R R R e
JRAEFT EUS-FNA") | IR I 18 B 28 1 Jir 93 A 5 /N
20 2018 445 RE LA S 36 [ B 2B 2018 4745w X
HIFRRG | A AR AT E W, 3,
MIHEFENT T 28 HoAh 52 AR 5 K A 40 €T MRI B¢ EUS
SEATYER ME L) BH A 44 i % 5, 1 EUS-FNA/B 7] BE 2
ASVEIT MG I % [8 1T EUS-FNA/B, EUS-FNA 1% Hit
PEW A TR 22 (string sign ) TR I0 PA S 45 AP A= {5 4H
L 2 ARG T DA B 0 % P 218 TR 4 g i A T AL
PR R R Y (=1 em) X T2
VRIF 288 928 A R ) R S P K 3 959, (H JFL A0 R A
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25 AR 58% , H L 75 5 HABK I 25 RAH LS &, 4%
TRAN M A A 76 8 PRGN | 8 88 IR BT J ( carcino-
embryonic antigen, CEA ) 57 2255 5% 512 Wi B &
e i gRa 1) A RURR B 5K 96 % | R S E Ik 90% 0 L
TRIENR <250 U/L 0] DAHERR B R AR 1k 48 i, 37
CEA 7K FH T % 590 286 W0 P 15 A 28 V00 B 98 %) o
TN 60% ~86% , i K- HE M CEA 1R My %k
WL R —IATRETEZ DS A T 341
il IR S8 PRI 5 1T EUS-FNA , 25 5% i /R %% CEA >
192 ng/mL 1] LIAE Ay S50 8600 14 5 38 20 80P g 11
S FUE T2 CEA KW (1912 W o 1k v T
EUS A2 PR 5 424G > Hofth — 2B fF 5T
WX CEA S0 78 Vi M 5 38 266 1 B 98 1) A R4 T
TR 45 57E 30 ng/mL F|>800 ng/mL, 2% F 44
KPS CEA JGIE T X 20 BB A | 28 7 40 i
ARG T 2 G AR B 12 W VE A v TR S 2
ARG FR T R RE SRR T I W G 2
WA AT A /D DRI R R 20 0 32 i S s 7
4 5 BE T (88% ~ 97%) , 1H L 5 Ak BE 4 A%
(51% ~65%) > UEAFRe— L3 (14 K6 I 101 [ 4n 4%
7% DNA & & FH AL R I KRAS B GNAS K 5
ASKI DL M2 52 T EUS-FNA 13840 e 58 A 005
RETHAG SR T | A J AR 4 M0 728 132 W 2 it
TH

THAE bR R 2ok U8 T fe T 6 AL J DA
LU A AR, ELEEE LR  E E E ER  A
JUJRE A PN A3 I TRE i 4T e 9 45 22 b S Y
HrpRZHCh R, XFFRERS F R T i, EUS 8
PR AT SRR SIS R L N IR R
7570, EUS-FNA/B 3T _F Jz s 12 W 9t A
HAR, SCHRIRGE IR 22 5K, R 20% ~939% ) i HL
L EUS-FNA 7R ZHHgexfE LA RIS 78 2 BIARAS LA T
GaE 40 AL A A X B R R K
<2 emfy I J2 T iR H AN T 2T AR VIR, EUS-
FNA/B ARFEMIGTTHems . XTI FARDIBRAY L K
TR, R AT 21202 W OF AR BT O 4
EFSUMB B$81 , % T IREATA M AR VIR B9 K42 =
2 em BB T MR, XS0 R TRYT 5 N H I 2 R Y
BEEAHRIFRIET , HEEAIGIT AT EUS-FNA/B LLHA #ff 55 B
Wi EUS-FNA/B brAsnf LhiE i Ki-67 it 504
SVPAL LR IR 0= 2B R 43 4%, [RIE ] LA 25 4
AR E R 25 45

Bk T AR R A A AL b R e e A 7
A EUS-FNA/B X} T 715 fL 38 Hit <5 Bk 2% a0 A 5 b

Ji BRI FIRRTE 2R 45, LA S NP ak 1 s 4 21 o o s AN
HF D DRI 90 L 285 o K 3846 AR A 1 22 4 1 N o 2 2
A Xk S U AR HEA T SRR, 38 T B
BV AR B DL SR B X TR AR
R 28 e a2 HA I B 01RO SR 245 SR N AR 1Y)
S | 24075 (37 B E EUS-FNA/B 7] 23k 75 Y, DL
SRS m R L 85 ) 25 T R R i A e
53 WD ORI RIGYT MG I 72T EUS-FNA/B,
XTI CTE R RESG MRS QB2 A Menetrierdii &
FESARIDC UK B 988 45 I B2 945 1 T BRIk Bsp, i 2% A T
EUS-FNA/B, X3 #6545 () EUS-FNA/B H B4 7E 48
R BE, Hote k5 5obE K5 R H g G A AR
1) LA SR AT it — 2D ISR

a8 2: EUS-FNA/B L%t RiE?

B3R 2. 1. EUS-FNA/B HZ BRiF G #EH ™ ®
CFHRRER BN BB 32 44 BN PR BN B L
A OB EEE SERGNEFLXKER KR
APE M MG R E, (IR BT D; R
B 55 HEAE)

Bk 2. 2. HFRTRES [RE BB, lRIER EHR
BEEAETT 8B, 7 WA B B0 4 R 28 1% 28 H MLAT
EUS-FNA/B, (iF4ESiaE . D EAE0R T . 5547 )

HAiT % I T4F % EUS-FNA/B 2% 2 1IF i #F 58 %
A MK S EUS-FNA/B J& TR X 42 4 i i 2
It EUS-FNA/B F928 BIE K #8435 5 P 8k A 4
B1, A4 PRI ™ O il ik 2 5B DA 22 N B 41
FPEE RGP ANRERL A 3, 1R 2 B 2t
LR NN R N D W5 & = W a1 2
1T EUS-FNA/B Rl 75 AT 240 DAk 23 A9 S i XU
— M ZER AT AR T 50 10° /L, B 1 i )5 isf
¥ [ % s o 46 G (INR) /N T 1.5 5 fig 4T EUS-
FNA/BU | BRI 22 4h, XF F 25 il 45 S AN 0 36 97
PRI R DA R 246 28 28 e R A 1 BB IR
#E AT EUS-FNA/B, X F 2\ b 2 M 55 A2, h F
EUS-FNA/B W] fig5 [ /= B i@y > | DR Bt BRIl i
PREENE A RE , 75 ) S f 3k 24T EUS-FNA/B,

ia) & 3: EUS-FNA/B B #% #¥ 1 4 # 10 iR B
X2

BsiR 3.1. EUS-FNA/B & % R &k iES W
HBRESKERERBE TR, ELRBRIES, 2
BRBEE RO REEL R IR E 4SS
e RAE I B T EHB R MR T X, (IF
P A HEAR TR L SRR
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YEAH 1 R AR EUS-FNA/B R 5 2 ) BT
FEMGE , Z PR RTREME A 112 11T EUS-FNA &
0, R FH K G P T T 1 R R JRR IS, IE S T I URR
fi i X AE EUS-FNA HR2e e nf 4719 AR sphitig
EUS-FNA/B R AR ST S = | SR 1005 % B0 TG
B A s EUS A1 1, EUS-FNA/B B T #:E B [A]
FIREA BT RE A LLAN , A 385 fin L Ath 52 i iR 79 IR R
PR FH T R 18 4R A i EUS (9 Ryl sl 4
By R 24 0] T EUS-FNA/B!®Y | H i K& EUS-
FNA/B AHICAIF 5T 34 R ke 5 Pa i s i U
R 7 3, e et ma sk m s Tz
a, eAh, ZANBEALG B ES (randomized controlled
trial , RCT ) BF5T FL A T 107 FH Rk 1 3K 5 IR 5 e 1)
AL PR I 5 1 FH P A T ) TR B R B AE EUS
A RN, 45 R B8 B Gk 2=
Sl AR E SN 5T R TG S I K s e £
1B WIR R W 1 AL e JRRC B3 2 IO7 FH) e IOk 1 5 P9 9 1
VAR 5 JRR S X)W 2 JC IR 1 I Uil ) 155 5L Pl P9 B s
DTl 22 4 St (ELRR 3 R P A S R B
0 AR S TR B R I, AT 9 75 2 JRR IR 15 U #E 3 9
Xof R EAT T L B

i&] & 4:EUS-FNA/B R 304 i% % 7 F 4 19
Fhiste

BRIR 4. 1. AS[RPHL4H A9 28 RIET X SE 4R R 28 Stk
EEFHNEHERELRITEERER, EFHE
B3R b, VAR E T RIR A R R AR AL NS A |
A B AL AR R A R IBRIEZ 21, (IEHE 5
A HERETR T SRS

H Aij Il RS ] 19 EUS-FNA/B 4+ £ 32 19 .22
25 G 3RS ILAMNAAT HI R 20 G FNB %l
£fL05%) - Facciorusso 257 %) 27 i RCT #9872
AT R 7R TCHUE BRI 0 E Al (rapid on-site evalu-
ation, ROSE) Fl B3 E 22l (15 50 ,19.22 525 G
SEEE X TR S 7 B2 W E R REAS B M
PR BUI G222 5 B ai7e I PR i f
JZ R 22 G AT R TG PR R R Yy
BEOF T LAZRAS a1 A0 2 ok AL S RE AR [R] s
RBE IR IE RE KURE  — T4 2 51 45 Ff st
PERAS Bk [ 25 FNB BFFE (25 25001 R, 22 G 5
FERTT DI FNB AL A2 W7 1 i S5 R 1 i 2 3%
WD IR i B A B A P S AR
B LSS 2RI RCT W55 B ,25 G 2R filEh 522 G
S BT 7E 4 ME 2 12 W o B R O TG 4G 2 25

SO BT 22 6 FHIET, A S REFES
Xt 25 G 5 22 G 2RISR A2 W LR FIRE S 1
17 Bgs i R —77 U A RCT #F 5%
PIZEZE T R 25 G ZERIET 5 22 G 2Rl B X T
J SR AR B2 W M B SRR S B S TR e A
ST 520 G125 G S RIER R I, 19 G R
FEH BRIy 1H A — R AR FRAS I 5 e 2 5
MM H 19 G ZER et | 2% FE e 22, X T Bk 3 Je
B GRIR S T B2 A8 I 2 B 4R TR, B R R
TR ) X T R AR 2R AE , 25 G AT
2 W R St i, TG T R AR A R 3R 42, 3 A
W2 (B Jege i 7

[ & 5. EUS-FNA/B RIiN{ii%+# FNA 5 FNB
Fhlt?

PRk 5. 1. X FLHERAE S B 45 5 % #L EUS
5| S T Z4H,FNA R4S FNB FHlE RS #E,
CUEHR BT o« A RS o7 )

BRik 5.2. S40%6 Bin AIRBA L hr A bt
FNB ZEHI%F, (IEHEIR : A HEFESR I SR IERE)

BRik 5. 3. W TREREHEMEUS 5| FTHF
H, #EF FNA ZFERIGE, (UEHE T C; HERF IR ¥ .
SSHERE)

— AR FNB ZEHIETH 5 FNA 2855 19 X 5 7E
T HA R T ORI RIS %% T T3
TR FLIE BB 84, AR R R 1) 2 o
w22 G 19 G ZERIEHIRBE R I — & AL 8145, 0
AF FNA ZEHil%E, B 509 FNB 2204 19 G
Trucut &1, (HHAME R, ZE Rl 05K, 38 TR 5
I RAE AU TR s bl R, s PR AR 22
HIGE Ak C s . BHETH FNB 28 il 41 A A [R]
R ZF2ERL A 25 .22 .20 J2 19 G ZEAR[E M40
FOEF AT b . 230 RCT 5T HL3 T FNA 25
515 Procore 511 FNB 28 AT 7E S0 28 bk 2
SEEEHI IS (S 0SB 5 K 43 i 1Y
JE22 G325 G AR, ST i FNA ZE 5
5 FNB Sl A2 WriER Pt oG it 2 22 R
WA FIE W FNB 28 il £ 1932 W 6 v 1 T
i FNA 24 B R 5 22 G FNA %8
FIETAHEE , B 22 G FNB 24T T DL 3 4 b
TR B2 R A 2 B Meta ST IRIIESE IS
JEXT T A S AR Bk B 2 1 2 A 2 T R
Xof FER R ST 1 9 7 ) 28 ) 1 R FNA 28 il 5 i
FNB ZEfilEF IS Wi i P B G0 2R 25 =2 2
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X AR T B sl AR o i I PP A AN R 2
] (4 SRR UEA T 2257, DR I 2 SV 2R R0 0 %) 5 i
MELIEIS, £ RCT W55 /s FNA 22 8il4F 5 FNB
TERETBRIUREAR 14 70 JE B RV AR [ g A 2550
A RCT W58 iR FNB 28l EHFEIREFE 0 1 41 20
WIEEA RPUZ DA B A AR IR 43 19 B2 Wik
A (HRA 2R 5 A 2% ) 45 5 T IT e 0 28 )
/DF FNA GERIEFOS0T  5y — Se RS 43 ) & BE
FNB ZERI ST TEIZ Wi HE A R SURE A 78 )2 B ROSE
FEAS 70 /| 2 SURE 7R T o 45 7 AR T FNA 28 il
RISE800 o | 35 RCT RS HE H) FNB 22411 28
BUREA BT AN AN FNA 2RI (HIiX W5 2 7E FNB %
Bl 1 EFS FNA 2900 2 BF 22 R AT A ™ 2 10
Meta 73H7 78 FNA ZEfilEF 5 FNB 2850 £ 9 9 3R
AR FE R O SRR IBCRAE A PP S A Ik
SELL R A o A9 A8 1 2 R ) e 2% 5 (H& FNB
ZERETARIUR A8 1912 WA AR i 75 10 28 0 B 45 e 3 /0
T FNA ZERINEF P I RAE R A R AR R E T
W Z AR

H Hi i HoA 2251 FNB 2800455 FNA 2800 4
HEAT LA RCT WFFE /b, — 2 [l P A 5 R 3
T Sharkcore ¢ FilEH 78 B AR ol AR BE AR 5 077 THAL
AR e ) A s 2 ofi e 4 P 8 B g 4G
BB IR Sharkcore ZEJIEL 712 Wi ERA R A1 (50 FEAS
FoAL AT 7 AR T FNA SRR, 1 5y — 2k
A5 45 5 U] S 0 2 0 B AE AR AR AR AR R AR
FER Ry IS T 24 28 5%, FNB 28 B T 75 19 2
K5 %4 FNA /D, —I0 RCT WF5E H38 T Sharkcore
ZERIET 5 FNA 28 BT 78 19 AR S o 6 5 22 rh g 12
Wi E, 25 5 R FNB 28 Fl T 1412 Wi sk B A o
R T FNA SRR, i ELAR A FE AR T 258 5 12
P R R DT 2 ) R s TR0 T A 4 e T
FTBETE IR SE PEAS T Acquire 24T 7E 52 M5 28
g S T, (B R 5 FNA 28 4t AT % o)
A 1 Ve AL PRI LA T 22 G Acquire 57
BH5 FNA ZERIETZEBRAR IS 5 7 Th 2 BT R0R ,
HWSWER RG24 22 5 HATE 2 W 2
FEFBCE /DT 5 2 T RCT #F5E HEEE T Acquire
ZERIET S FNA S BT 78 S0 A8 2 ) b (2 I8 i
{8, BARTE B2 Wi RE b FNB ZEfil41 5 FNA 28 i)
EFICGiitaf 22 5 B FNB AR 4 8O3 R
FAE FNB 28 il FEAS B 41 41X 38k | mT 2 W i Jg 41 41
DX 3R [ o 27 24 Ak X 5k, 20 20 45 44 56 2 L 1] LA B 4

HL A2 W7 5 45 T R T FNA SRl o) ki
X I FE R REAR 2 b 23 A 36 Fil 46 11,
KT IR LAY FNB 28 il 51 5 5 M FNA 28l 5 i L
AR T L Z RAHEA RCT 98— 4R 1T

AN[F] FNB 2Rl 2 [l 9 b dss B e dE 80, R
[ 4R IE Z [ 45 AN — — S [l it P 5 iy s 4 I B
HLXT BEFSE 7R |, Acquire ZERIETTEHA R L E 52
WrAERR R - ] e T Sharkcore ZE 3% Al Procore Zf
FAE O SR — 5 RCT WF 5T L Acquire % i
5 Sharkcore ZFHIEF | 255 BRI AL 2R A GRS
RLCWHER R G225,

HRAE O A BUESE | %F T S5k A48 B0k L 25 10
MLEUS 515 & 28], A R R SF By FNA 220 5F 5
FNB ZEHil 5T 192 Wi iR 6 AR M 2, X B br o 3k
B BURAS 055 A8, Wtk EL I8 | f 28 PN 4 0 I 98
B G P JE i 4% i e g 24 03] DA R R TR T s 2
SRR ST e TR g AT A AR D B8 53
RIS FNB ZE il 5 7] GE 2 (T 22 i 20 2URE A T2 Wy
fERN X T R AR M F ML EUS BISF o
S, S R Sk W B R AR AT A A R A 2 A
T2 R 22 BOCHR A B 2 19 G 5022 G FNA %
SRRSO E T ENBSER T 000 T AT 2 ) ok £
FRAFAE U1 ) 22 BE 38 0 b o | B2 B T B R g 5 R
B, PR — B Dok e = il FNB 2800 B 64 T 4 M
AR S B SCHRHGE , Bt & RAE Gastroenterology 1Y
— e AT 50 B MG T FNB 2R S R AT
JER B s 722 0 2 ) 8 T 2 o W S 2 AR o
NHEN SARRE B AT IORE iSRS 47 1]
H LA (3. 31 1. 2) &, B LS R A 87. 2%,
IR KRNy 8.5% " HRETNH FNB 2 il 4
AT REME I 8 ZE ) A TR AT B, 22 A Mk A vk
BREfE— L,

i8] 6:EUS-FNA/B REIN{ R TE F R0 1402

Brik 6. 1. IR TR AL ROSE, BHHEL T,
AR BRAR S o A PR AT FNA 258 R] 3~4
¥, 47 FNB ZF 1 2~ 3 £, X AR B MR 25 4T FNA
R 1 &, T FFAE SO B 4547 FNA 5 FNB 358§
2~3 4, (UEEFTR . C HEFER A . 59977 )

TG — 2L 580Nk, T ROSE A7 L T X fige
PR S A SR T B 5~ 7 BTN ST AR R RS
RIS BT 28 2 AR A B i 12 Bk
R[] ik A 22 2 i 5 1R 1Y I R KU
— AL Fr 355 fREAS 1) LB B 5 s, X IR
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SEMEIR AR 1) EUS-FNA/B, BRI JC ROSE , ~F- ¥4 2 i
2. 88 & B AT DL ik B8 47 112 Wi 3%, SO
91. 8% , ERAI F N 93. 3%, ¥r 5 & H 100%™, 5
— TG4 260 I FE A ) [R]85 AFF o5 ) & B, 7E TG
ROSE W8 F 47 EUS-FNA/B % /b 53l 3 41 & 5%
M AR S A2 Wk R BN R 24
FTBEYE AF 58 2 WoR, X F B R SE M & 7 A9 EUS-
FNA/B,FNA BFZE01 3 ~4 41 8% FNB I 280 2 ~3 4t
CLAE 35 B 1 90% 19 FF A< 3k R 12 W sk
Jg TR0 i FER G 3 ~ 4 AT ARSI RO B
ZSE I AL R I G K

Xof T TR A S PR 9 A () 28 0 3 HESRAT FNA 2
1B I — R PR BT A R, ke 22 YR 2 I
FEWB I B IR i AU X6 T O sl o 2L 285 1Y) 2
L, SR P LU TR MR S o A7 B /0 B 2 i A 5 R RE R4S
RERIZWI R, A 24058 3 Uik 25 o
T FNA B 280 2~ 3 £ BT LIGRAS 58 /2 B REAS Fl i
Wig g 2017 00 T K T 2 e [ B A 5T
AR EL 45T FNA B8 FNB B2 W1 BT 5 0 28 00 6151
TSP 2.3 £1) 7L AV FIE 25 0 14 i
BEPEDFSE /R H] FNA 5 FNB 2R3 6285 2~ 3 &
HIREARATI B R AR 25

{2 & 7. EUS-FNA/B RE{TiEiEm 51 A2

BRI 7. 1. X SE PR A SOk B 45 34T 2 B
AR RS T R ERA KRR E XS iT¥#2
S BURIE R R4 A R IAL R AR K
MRS A im e BT X URBRIEEER
GRYE, (UFEFTE . A SR R )

H A I PR _E4T EUS-FNA/B Bt FH B 6 0 5
J5 RALFEARE S H (10 mL 5 20 mL %) | &
(50 mL %) G5 (TR AL P 3 52 il B 20 R
SIAE R R 02 B R B 0N ) AR A v (28 A N 7
Wi E TR K JE 3 10~ 20 mL )8 ) &5 76 28 0 i
Hh T B e T R AR AR 2R A % (R [R] B T RE
W ZERIARAS M5 e , R AR =<2 Wi, B RCT WF
FELE I R K bR E UK EUS-FNA Fe G 6 R B
TR B AURR B A B R OB 5 — T RCT 5%
) B A P 67 F W 5 | 6 RS I G R i 1) s
WG IEAME FHAY 2 22 G AY FNA ZFEHER, miX T4
TC O R B X6 107 FNB 258 il 1 B 25 o 45 S 19 5 i
H i JC RCT WF5E A .

—I RCT WFFE LLEE TR 25 G 28 BB % JiRe it
S2VE 4T EUS-FNA B 50 mL & 71K SRR

FIRZIR , 45 9% R 50 mlL 6% AT AR M 42Uk 15 i
(L[] R 254 o 40 AR AR 1135 e | % 0 M AR L 2 B
HERR 5 10 mL UM LG iR R B—
TN, FH 22 G 2R fil B EA T AR S M i 43 EUS-FNA 1
[l B AT 5 25 S AR AR ], SR FH 50 mL 5 ] LA
AR (H SR R A B2 W 1 e gt
S AN

—I5i RCT 5% B8 TR 7L S5 bR il 0 R 72 2
TSIz 728 FIIbK T 45 EUS-FNA Tk T, & B4
AT DA R AT B AN T (H ROy 22 W
WERPE AR AR A LA™ L 3 — TR AE AT i
RCT 58 C & K445 0, Won 4 22 G FNB
S VR X AR S 7 o7 S AT 28 50 B SR A ik S bR
FUREL LR PR LU W FEAS L5 Y 72
KOs Wi R 5 ¥ e it 2g 22 500 HiN
il BRI —I Z bty RCT /158 s, 0 Sk s
HEFT EUS-FNA BER HBAIAFE A U412 R FEA
702 B DL RS I 75 Y A5 7 R AR T T AW
Fh o B fdi FH A0 67 29 5 mL, 55 BEAE R A bR 17
AR,

2 T [m] JB P BF 9 4 TE T R R S M AT
EUS-FNA R 6 F H bR off 673 88 4 0 |
T KR 2 T RCT R W, M0 H 22 G
FNA ZEHIER A7 19 R 55 1 o A7 28 i ), SR FH Ak 7
T B AR v 67 A A0 4 R A T L T IS R
ISWHEUER BE R S B N 0 R AR T Y RS
FeGpluoentl 5 i £ oy RCT BF 5T A 20 G
FNB AT A7 B B S o A7 22 30 TR AR JIE 52 R
FR G B b v G R B, 32 W A% R R A o A R
TGt F 2R

i@ 8:EUS-FNA/B EZ R T EBHEERE
fERAsE?

BaiR 8.1. I FREA KRB RSB R,
EUS-FNA/B f] LA FH LA A EE S, (TR BT & .
A HEFESRIE IR )

£ RCT W58 WL T EUS-FNA/B 32 2 v fili
W N KA i L R N 2 B < )
T Meta ZMH7T 0 EHEAT T 5045 0 28 8k [ Jagi 4647
DXRERIF ST AN G2 1 oA ST o o P A ( 2 B
Ji i) SR L2 | L R A I 22 G FNA
SRR EAT 2 A TS T AT 23 il
BFMH 25 G FNA FEHIEF S 56 1 AR g A
114 BB Z [ 25 G FNB ZEfil4F ') XSy st
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R B RTE EUS-FNA/B Il F &5 Al A8 R
ARPAFRHRBWRI TG =5

&) & 9: EUS-FNA/B it 12 s 5 B & 757 3% 7T L
REFEAREE?

BRR 9. 1. BIUAE TR AR Bk B 45 28 Il i SR
HRBEFERFEDRBFERIRBIR, (IEE .
AR ORI )

kiR 9.2. EUS-FNA/B H o] LAF| I S8 &
(B BMERB IR R EREMEFER, (IR
i C AR . R

P T e S e e e SR A, IR B D R ] it
LR AEAL 5 S e 20 B e P o A S TR (AR A
] — B ZE ATy AR AT 0 AR AS 7 28 fil 3 v
T YRR BT s MR R 2 ) 2 ) B AR A s AR
PIE R TE | o] LAY K 28 0003 Bl , 52 30 22 )2 1 o7 1R
S LASEOR [] DX B 2 2UREAS | A7 B T4 v 2 ol
PHYES,, —I00 RCT AFFEANA T 54 BB AR SE % o5 4
Wil , 0 22 G FNA ZE il 4 3 R F A o T35
T AT 2], 45 R 0 R 8 T3 1 25
AT SIS B 2B, T ELER 1 B2
RBEETIRETE" . B i—I0 RCT #F 75 W)
IR T — P B “ B HOR (torque technique) ™,
LS R B B 28 0 T 0 1) — ol B g o ol e o s
T HERE BT B I AR VR AL 1R sZE A T A ke S B o
HEARTERTAE AN X SR A5 1k Z AT 3R A 124
Bl AR S A ], B 22 G % 25 G FNB 27
BEHEFT 2RI, 25 5 0 7R R F X R B R ) 4 44 AR
RN AR W TR S Tk, s Wi ke = B F
BHE TR 5 15 58 35 A TR (2458 100% ) | 1 S0
FE BRI (B RN A SR B A T AR S Tk, —
TUFTETE 22 droc AR B AL T B AFF 5T R T RT3k
( door-knocking method ) ™ ( 7£ H #53% A8 N P oF H
SRR ) 28 IR S 5 L PR AR 4T EUS-FNA i)
W, SR B8 S5 IR AL, < TR mAR AR
PER A SVREA AR I, (FX T2 W R A2 W 1 i
RS MTE 2/ T

Ueda 25 B RARGE T 2 Wl 24 i 48
JEE MR SR (5 7 (19 EUS-FNA , 5% #1 EUS-FNA #H [t
PR SAE S R I EUS-FNA A F) T 1R 511956 728 Py 1
IRFE X I 7 25 3 sf 3l L X3, [ s ) L2 e 31 24
P AR A/ N B 55 ] L R R S B RN VE R L, —
TGN 292 il 1 B S5 P o 96 A8 AR Y S, R
P AF T BN A7 AR TC IS X 9 kR EAT EUS-FNA

RO 0 S BRI L — TR P A T B A 5 A
T 163 AR S i e 1, 43 04T H L EUS-FNA
S SR EUS-FNA 2558 18 7 1 FH 75 2 3 5% 4l 1)
EUS-FNA ] LUEE = 28 3] i R A 4R 45 R A1 i i2 G
KU AN 2 5 RCT WFSEXTHL T % B EUS-
FNA 52455 EUS-FNA 76 IR S2 v 5 A7 2 Wi p
(IR, B8R 0 2 1) SRR B2 e S B DA B R AR 3R A
RG22 NG H TR E 3RS 1453k
570 SRR (1) E AP I FA AR R A0 2 1Y g
PEREXT EUS-FNA 7R — & iy 48 AT, — it la]
PRI 7R Y TR — 2 A B N AR SR B R F5 =
TR RS A EUS-FNA B 2 v R U
RS EE Jp 5 o] LUK 5] 94. 4% 93. 4% F1 100% , BE &
S AR A EUS-FNA 5148 EUS-FNA AH LT fig
AR 4 0 HE M JE P R EUS-FNA 5
& 45 EUS-FNA M ELE ) RCT ST 4GE .

iZ& 10; EUS-FNA/B 3 #HX A ROSE 2&
BB D F R HE RS S HEARENE

FiiR 10. 1. EUS-FNA/B it % 3% ] ROSE &
TR E RIS BN 32 = SR AR AR B R H RTE S
A—, FMTE EUS ZFRI B W46 28 R AR A
ROSE, X FHZ LB HNIRIEERSAHEARTEE
<90% Ky .L , A 4R R A ROSE, (JiE
P B AR SR )

ROSE Il R W H — B LR ERAEAE S, 25
{SRMELIE BE 1S, FRIE LR 1A ROSE 45 B,
FrAE I A bRl R i % B2 i ORI Bl ek 2 AR
FE AR AR AT LR A R AT 5 0 DAAR = BE R
A5 R ROSE 42 4LA 2 W 5 5 & A 4l i 2212 Wi
PFa M, N ROSE AT RAUS /D 28 VR KL, $ 12
DR B R v Ty ST (B A I PR A AR B
2 AN S RIS I A/ B FH 1% ) 0, ] PN 30 43 PN
s H #1297 B2 7E e LU ROSE, b4, BV (E
ROSE 7] el 20 2 fill 51 45, (H85 4b B br A 4b 3857 3]
F B (S A5 A A R Isf [ o 4 o FE K, I & E
R AR AL

— SO B ISP 5T X T ROSE 78
I I S o A7 B9k B 4% EUS-FNA g/ FH#EAT T
BOE HZEE IR AR =3 D 45 Meta 3T
XIS SE S5 TR AT T 255 TR Gk it 256
WAFTET JE Z AL 721190 Horp 2 RS AR 9E fik R
ROSE 1] LUK EUS-FNA [REA 78 2 BE 4 T 3. 5%,
I LIRS EUS-FNA B2 e %61 | Kong
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SV 5T ) R B8R R A ROSE 8- 1] LU fifi
EUS-FNA G2 WUk B2 38 5 29 8% , (H X F 25 5 9F
TegiitEE X, BN —BF 545 R0 B R EUS-FNA
TR R ROSE Jf oK B 35 42 =512 Wi BH M R A2 i
FEFE A ROSE 577G ROSE #H L, ZE M4 5 i1
SpIE S WP 5 R ORI R S R R S AR A
Y7 YEAH 3 k% RCT BFSE4RIE T 4 896 ROSE
X MR S 7 B L 4 EUS-FNA &5 51 Y 52
Mgt 1981010 g L) 2 55 R 7E A ROSE 1)1
#LF EUS-FNA (1 283 41 44 i 2K T JC ROSE 1%
O, TS WA 55 R A 70 J8 i T B JC 4 12 25
Seliss10) 1 3% 2 S HFFE X T JG ROSE B 2 ol £
BOR A E W 7 & LSS AR — 2 YRR, A
SR AT SR ok i 22 T 5 S BH RV 26 G ROSE 191
L B 1 ZE T BT 2 LA ARAS 0 B B2 iR
TEEGE R 1 RCT 98 h JC ROSE 20 1% 2 il 51 4%
BRI S &, 45 Bon A 5008 ROSE 112 B R 12
WiAERf A1) SR o Ge 12 22 5, i H W 41 A A R
1] IR & A 2R T35 9 4 O T IR TE S 12 22
ST BT M FIE SR R 2 DL 5E 4 S R A
ROSE FIRFH , R AE BUS 28 5 5 72 rb il DR 3 52
Prfs e #8R AR ] ROSE

H T EUS-FNA (Y2 Wi RCR SHA4EH i H R
LR IIAR G | DR X TR S AR RN 28 56 18 A 2 B
PRAEFT ,ROSE W17 AT LAHR HEAR &7 M 5 Bl . % T8
TRFEA TS E <90% 1 N g 0, >R FH ROSE A7 F| T
PEAEARTE R (10% ~30% ) J8/0 28 1B 50 46
WS IR] 00 A B 45 0 R G R AR A
SEHGE T AETIC R ROSE By 0L T, o] DL 2R K
R FR A B3 PF 4l ( macroscopic on-site evaluation
MOSE) LIEAR ROSE, LIRS =4 mm B AT WAZ.O 24
BUEAE R FEATE 2 46 bR 7T LA R 2 W R (|
X — bR ME WO E W, 5 — TAE 5T
H>10 mm' | AT Y — 30 £ ol RCT BiF 58 0 2
TR TS o5 67 ) 28 2 A5 2R F MOSE X2 W80
SO | BARIZIESE R B MOSE 41 1 2 41 4B 2
KT AR MOSE 41, B 765 & e 280 3~5 4
DRAFAEUN BT (4 Sy B4

B 11: AR EIWE I E#HTRBRER
BT RREASREENF?

BRIk 11. 1. 7ETCHE R 40 i 2 B0 2 5 BE i
RIEBL T, AT DL A 8 BRI 3 DI )5 17 B in 4
FREVFG . (UESE TR CHETEOm B . S 4T )

XF T %A 4514 51 ROSE 19 4 B2 e, i al LA
% R PN B IS VI AR A7 400 A 0 A0 2 B )1 S AT B
Sbr A R IEAG T — 0 ] B A 5 S X T
IR S Mk A7 A9 EUS-FNA 24 3R P 8% B2 i i 47
ROSE Y}, 0] DA7E— @ 5 8 1 3 12 W sk i | P
TIAE FNAE AR 5, (0 22 R IR Gih24 5 3, 28 5
Bopzest S R T 2 44 9 S Ui
HEAT 4R M 2F 5501 5 T & ROSE F-%5F He s VI i fie i
SEPE 547 EUS-FNA B2 Wnfefi R kit 55l s
B P B R U 42 it ROSE I EUS-FNA 12 W7 i i % A
FAIATEY 69. 2% 0 F AR T3 91. 8% ', SRiMi 5 2
HEME, S N EETT ROSE 1 REH 515
FERZ T, (EAT SR ME DL 52 4 B s 2 1 0 A9 1 1
—I RCT W5 LU 1 P B8 1= i -5 5 B BR DT X EUS-
FNA AR HOREZR 5t f B A 0 DT AR 2 8 ] 8 1
A5 55 AR AR B, 25 5 o BV 22 0 BRI A
20 ) P BE R AT SR R B B2 R T

i) & 12: EUS-FNA/B 3k BX B9 4% 2% K¢ 40 4
1272

PR 12. 1. M EZERIEE o AR A T LA I 4
I EAZS BB KT, (RSP, A
TEVRIE L SRAFEAE)

PRiR 12. 2. pRAs ) Ak BEAR 4% B SR A A4 4G T 350
BWAZESR, UEHETE . D; MR . 55H1E)

FRZERG & 3 Fhor B ae fl g bR A i
HZ g R SR A BRER K /NI R 43 ) R 1
AN AU A B K PR, — 0 RCT AF5E
YINT 81 Bl AR SCE i 74T EUS-FNA (995 il , 43
S R  E i A 28 SR 7 OB AR A HE S 2R 4
45 5 50 71 T o 3 AR R AR I o R 92 WG 1 A R T T
TGt #25 B HEA S B AR S
T PR R A L T e B DRl R S v BB
B AR SRR AT A B 5 R S fil
R ARG PR A S R B K sk vl g 5
WP E AR I R IR % S S bRk
rh g TR A A0 S R A 1 AR A AT Dk A dh
WA A R I I T LA Ao Aff b 42 1) 0 3 AR
A, PRLHCRT DA ] 4 B B e /0N | s T AR R I 9 B
/DR R A AR B K K T Y b sk
A AT U B 2 A REAS 24 48R I 40 ik
B (cell block ) H AR 1 2 212 b 3 55 il £ Y ik v
JE U R, A A B K R E N A B A
O P A7k P YR R S A R T
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R IR R A A I 352 B AN 5], A A (1) Ak B
Ai2eSt . BLEEUR RO FO AT T P9 ) T BB % 5
B b SRIG 5] b 7EBE R L TR R DA B
T 95% & B [ 72 1290 30 min J5 4L, X T
VRO A AL, A A I A7 T 2 A A 7 174 361 5 Y
1B AT B /N X T 4 A A B2 2 2k el
BN 5 AR S [ A2 48 IR AR Ry 4141
He BARTE S~ 10 £%, BERT R =/ T 3~24 h, i1k
AN 48 h, W a8l py e e gy ik n] DIAR S I
PR 2R 89 B = Uil 19 2 18035 % Diff-Quick Ye o E2
FYe sk IR AKE —HLr e (45 X T 40 M 2% Kb 1 I
VR FARA IS | 5 PO 308 2 1 AR 48 52 B
TE O, PEBR B e i R 7 161 7

@& 13:EUS-FNA/B iREAHMERKRARBEHF
BB LE

B3R 13. 1. EUS-FNA/B #RA 7] LABEATIE G40
2% VR T 0 P 22 R DNA A AR T
SR W DA B oAb ARG IT BT R A, (TF
Yoo i A HEAESR B L SRATERE)

MRk 13.2. 5& 5 41 %= % 5 M e, EUS-
FNA/B Fr4<A] AR 56 356 2 V0 25 7 2 40 e 2= A
CUFE T it s A ARSI B L AR )

PRk 13.3. I REBER PR AL SEH
JUZE% VL T 0 B 2 R W DNA. A5 A I L)
FARLERN D RB W, (IEEF . A
SR RIETE)

EUS-FNA/B [{ARAS 0] LLEAT 20 i 2 1l 41 41 2%
R, AR P8 AN [R) (12 W 5 89, 28 FH R N A A I 2
H .o Xt B bk 045 sl 55 2 90, 3 40 i 2%
R BRI 2 Wy, T X AT B Ik B RS P
e w S i A T SRR S U R B R AT AL S G
W B I R 0 20 i 2 i B 32 2 oA 5
SN A U R T A R A A T T T AR
PEZER B3 2 K B P2 B, (H BT BR AR 1L TS
e B F 5 J5E AT BE S B2 Wi IR M 1 9 6L 9 2 4
i 2 A 0 S e R e s AR 250 A )2 A
AR T AL A5 2 S, 38 1] DLAE B a1 f
A7 DNA £ 4K 0, {H [R] B 7R A7 76 40 i 2 2 i m
RE , FRARIS W U 3 IR BE M L BP9 TR
YIRS T2 2 L A 00 X5 T 9 L 5 R R iR 9 AR 2 o
FRI12 WA TR v A 3 R 19 P T {1 24 A 4% ¢
AM A T S A — 0[] B A 5 A A A TR
i ™ 5 AR B, — T 1) DG e 2 3 1 5 0

TR BP0 o 2 o) R s 7 2 i 1) 12 W B
RN R B m TSR R H
DL 3k BB BIF 58 90 A B 9 151 B0ORE X 2 (58 ~ 130
) . FiE GIE K F WK B E W —Ig A 819
151) 5B ) R RE A [ JB o F 5 8 7R 3R R )2 4 i
SE R X T IR v A5 2F ) 12 T UK ME A R
RO T 2 0 T geam a2z 1%, Sk
[l B 1 & R AE GIE () — 35k F w [E () RCT W55 44
AT 170 B 52 PE 95 22 4T EUS-FNA/B 1% 191,
o L 50 Y3 T 2 40 2 002 W BURR | M R
B 900 (350 o5 % B A M 2 0 F, B AR X
ZF TG 2= B AP 5L )2 A0 2 3 kb
TG Y S, AT AR T A A AR AL B
SR LS 7T R 15 SR e LLE i, (HAR 2 BF 5
BJUE S IR G SR FH A% 490 40 L 2 0 R R 8 )2 4
ARG B A B 25 A DNA A5 AR RG240 it (4] s 4 21
SR A5 R R R 12 g S A AR
FAGHEE E M S Y B T EUS-FNA/B fr A
BRI H BT AR H RGN H 2 A8, 38 0T LA
HEAT B0 0 e % i 96 A+ OG 58 A8 BE I A8 A IR 1R YR
J7 T 5 R I, RTLAAR i I R 1297 7 Rk R
}F%USG-]SH N

B/ 14 .3 FHB R ER EUS-FNA/B BIE
Bt 2B FRIRFAE?

AR 14. 1. XA FABERA B (2R) KBS
%, ME R R T BB BUR IR T R g B, HEFR R AT
BRI AL R A — B 5 — IR & AL BB AR R AT
R, CUEHER . C HERRTR I . 5540 7E)

ST R PR 2E (1) EUS-FNA/B 5 B 454 % 1k
RN B EEVE R 2 TR R4, T EUS-FNA/B
FEAE I 2L SR S bR T T 55 RS A5 KU, 7R
MU KA s Bl EUS RERE AR > I B LT,
N G2 T EUS-FNA/B, Z TR 5T i R X /)N
20 it T R N B 7k 2 45 HEAT EUS-FNA/B PEAG 203 (1)
HERRPEOL T CT, 28 I 45 5 T 6852 W R T 7 S8 ik
T TR A 1 £ 0l AL BRI 5T G
N, ARTT EUS 515 T JARR I 0 25 53044 8% A 2 il ffi I
NN B g R E R W B IF M R A T
16%""™ X A YR EL 45 JE1T EUS-FNA
PEAR N 23300 ) SRR B RN A SR AR T SRk EUS, T L
WERWIRIT O R 5 T A,
AR ELLE EUS-FNA 7 22 50 191 Hh () 45 S48 43300
T, 3T AR FARE T A E B — 0 R
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XTECBFSE s, X T B 45 R AR BT 4 B AT IS rY
A1, EUS-FNA AYERPE A0 PET-CT™ | T
o K 22 K5 P ) LR L 5 35 A e | TR e X T R
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