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N B T I IE R W K R (endoscopic
ultrasound-guided liver biopsy, EUS-LB) J& ] F # 75 [N %% 41
T 2 T R AR OK PR 2 SR A, AR B 2R 5%, AR Xof 45 il
SO0 PR TS AT TR 2712 W R0 43 91 5 T s P A o o7 44
SR (AR BT o E A, AL 2 0 0 R A T IO 995 2 v B S AT
% SRR T EUS-LB S — iR IR 25 0 0 A 4R | i
P TP B R R AR B L 5, &ead 1 TR R R
EUS-LB & £ & M ) #4 , AR i e 3, RREE N
EUS-LB 237 ] [ (4 i J A 5% , A4 EUS-LB 19 57 5% 4 Ji2
ZERANTT , DA SN I B AR A 9 A T

— SRR S T A AR 1) K Je I

R I 28 SR 36 A 1) 5 A 26 2 2 L 2 i Uk 2 )
(B bk HE RO TR (IR B ATEIE ) # EUS-LB 4%, 1ifi IR
o B4 I 2 7 P U 200 R A AR R 28 S0k JF O 2 1 T A
AR o 28 B T ME 2 09 6 R B ET R Tru-cut 28 ] B ol %
Menghini 2 151, 28 B2 25 il JFIE A5 I, 3200 AR 45 167 4, 5L
PRI 2 AR AL A8 2 100 5 A L XU &, 9 LA
Rt SR AR S O R M TR 5 28 5 DI U 2 SR A AR T
1973 AF4RIE 1% B AR B 28 He I U 25 0005 ARG A 7 H ot XU

PN AHRAE T G 2%, S AT N B 5%, AR TR X R R R
DRV , 3222 P T i XU K | R B R R A 1T bk e
T B . 2007 4F , Mathew ™ 58— A T %F K AT Th E 5+
FATH A B A 1 2 B 19 G Tru-cut 21T
EUS-LB, 45 5 2 5 {8 5 Bl D) B AR T 418146, 2009 4,
Dewitt ZMIBFFE A T 21 BLUEE , fH Tru-cut 28R 51 2
B 17 EUS-LB, fEiZ Wt 58 b, TT— BN R F 4 & 4, H 90%
(1921) B B H KA T AR W (0K B 2 Ab7E T, i
FERTER A LR A B IR 1% G0 28 K P 2 G R A L 26
LU YK EEA I 10 mm, 719%(15/21) 1 5 52 80 X
I 64, 20124E, Stavropoulos 257 FH] 19 G 41T 28 il 4l
2 (fine-needle aspiration , FNA) 28 B 22 il K45 1T 219
SRR LR bR AS , TSR T EUS-LB BB A

— EUS-LB (i3

L.EUS-LB M FR A 5 2 155 « M 20 20 45 1) 6 3 A o2 44T
BXAECE A R A PR I 2 AR AR 5 i 1 2 S 40
3 [ JH-9s Pn 2 6 P A TS 230 ) 20 5 1 1) s o R 4 85
K >20 mm, [Al I 52 8D A X =11 AN BRI 36 T/ 1
AR AR LK IESLS mm A DT 64158 BICE
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X AL L, KRR B [m B 4347 2 W, #E 4L 80% A28
JHF RO 23 0 0 A AR D 2 S50 ok P U 232 400 05 A AR R A AR AR R
FE TR 3 56 [ IR B2 AOARMES™ o e PR T4 38 T 3 ok 388 fim
ZERR B AR A 536 R A AL GUbRAR  (ELJE A T 22 S A 25
FTE R A BT SR B S & E . BT, R
BEWFFE R WA non-Tru-cut £, EUS-LB #8458 AUARA it R
i F ok F T AL G 22, #E EUS-LB FF R R 21, —
TGN 22 {51l g 3 B /INFEAHIF ST 2B, (i FH FNA £ 5% FH 3
ZE 3 2 2 R (1~3 W) , 3R A5 A9 BT AE 41 40 4% v K
JE J2 36.9 mm (2~184.6 mm) , H1 i 58 B4 X 9 4 (1~
T3AN) AL W % 919%(20/22) . TiBEE EUS-LB ¥ ik
HE L FE— I A 165 5] 58 35 Il FH B — 1% 0% 200 T 2 005 A
(fine-needle biopsy, FNB)# (1) RAEAM G Hr , 28 H] 1 AT 3k
15 457 2K EE R 60 mm (P 4357 %% 43 mm, 80 mm ) A 2H 21
4, o R R A BT K B2 24 mm (PU43 4K 18 mm,
35 mm) , PO SE I X 18 A (DU EL 134,24 4%) , 4l
LU WK 100%™, RAF I ZEflAR AR Ok TR s m A
LB W, — TR A 437 Bl B 26 04 W, EUS-LB
I 2H 21 2215 W S8 T 1535 93.9% (95%C 1 : 84.9%~97.7%)
WA, EUS-LB AT DL 43 5iAR 7 (8 Hb e B - 48 i X I ik 22
GV TIE R, AR (AR A AL e E 28 ), 3t
E— B T LR

H I, 28 B R 2 400 7 A AR 22 2R B89 Tru-cut 24T, 78
FLL14GM16 Gl E, ALK EAZ N 0.9~1.4 mm, B2
KA B S N S8 BT IX 249 0.5 AN 17 s Z 3 Ik TP IE 25
R AR 2248 1 19 G (4 Tru-cut 22014 , LU AR b L AR
270.6 mm (0.5~0.8 mm) , B2 KK AU L5 N 52 30 X
BHZ 0354 EUS-LB A 19 G FNA £, 141 &
7 BLAR 2 0.5 mm (0.3~0.7 mm) , 2 KK A 4 8146 9 58 3K
T X034, W8k, EUS-LB ML 215 5 40, B0 2 K
N SE A X /D, B2 EUS-LB J2 5% il W i Ji 2 ke
ARBUFALZL, I HLaT LSRRI (1407 28, I B2 3, Rt
EUS-LB I T 2H 2 4% 4K 88 378 26 768 4o 28 137 A O 28 o030
K AR 20 S PP E 2 T A A . BREAE—TI48 A 10 027 4]
25 2 I 27 000 R AR I ZE 254 W SR B, 28 12 I 2 00 0 A
AREYHL LK E R (17.7+5.8)mm, 5EEILAE X (7.3£3.4) 4,
M5 RIS 20 1 389 f51) 28 25T IOk FFF 0 28 G A AR, 202 2%
KR (13.5+4.5) mm, 5EHEICAE X (6.8+2.3) 47 T3 )
T3 1 326 Bl EUS-LB [ 2545y Hr 3B , EUS-LB 4141
SRR K (45.324.6) mm, SERTT X £23K(15.821.5) 11
JyAI I — TG A 40 191 R 35 1 BEALT BRATF 5T 3R B0 fif
FZARFNB £ (Franseen-tip ) , M3 , X HFRIE 22 A7 9 4% 2
IR, ARAT I A 226 K AT 35 (15.7825.19) em, X 2 28 7
JHF I 5% 30 9% ARG A I 2 30 Bk I A 25 0355 ARG A X L S B Y
KB

2. EUS-LB Y4 4% i : EUS-LB J&—Fh 48 XU 3811
LR SR T vk . BRAEIF9E &8, EUS-LB JF
SR 1) 0 A 3565 28 g I 25 40 5% G A 0 2 351 K I U 2 )

TR AR AR 24 1l 2 SR, i ELRE R R A, RE AR P I S A
SHT R, EUS-LB R J5 3 & 5E 1) &A% 1.1%~2.3%, 2
ST E PR A, R LG B AR A O R RE R
TE T HA— TG A 420 4] EUS-LB BB 5T 3t % BRI 4
FER M o 2 ) BERE 1B S SR SFIAIT R IR E o BRTERFSE
FEH 28 MR WE 2E R K R I B AE 1Y & AR BT 3K 6%,
0.04%~0.11% I &3 1] f& Be A= iy, Fo be g & WL I &
i A J P 8 B T S L IR o IR
4%

A AR E B 4 A5 K RE AE EUS-LB #6545 4
T, PHGX R 2250 R R AT RS : (1) EUS-LB (9 28 4 8
BEAN Lo 2ot R | TICaRE O T M RE B 2R 545 IR 1 I 1T R
(2)EUS-LB fff FH 9 /2 19 G 5% 5040 09 28 i 5, R S5 s i
AR FA 5 (3) i T EUS-LB & 1 S i 2 % 8 B 51 5 F BE AT
B4, AT A S5k e 2 ) AIEA I PR L R S0 A 8 R,
BE— 2B BRAR T AR 1w A i o A XU O LD TR A
FI#S B R T BEPE, H BT EUS-LB By 22 2 P15 5] T — B ik
A, SRS A TN R 0 DR, % TR R AT AR
il ml P REAL I SR T 5, EUS-LB & 28 A2 T JUE 2 35 46
AR — AT %8 5 % T2 AR AL 5 M 2 il 5
A IR K 0 B 4 S bk B 2 00 R R AT RE A
.

3.EUS-LB [ B 756 &7 38 1k« B 17 ol ny e &g
BUPE EUS-LB 5 — A Z L S R Bt T —Fi s 7 fh
JHEREZE R SG R L3k T 190 48 3 P 2 )
TR, B A TRIE b 22 R AT A BRI AR S5 P8 S i 77
TERY NG, WEA: OB 2R BH , 249 20% Y20 57 AT 25 ) 6 A A
AT R RIS ) T RIZU AR . Eisenberg %
FARIF S 2 B, 28 B2 JFF U 252 3R 356 A6 AR U 4R 1) e A 3R ] i ik
84%(47/54) , RJG 1 h ZE A7 I B W I, 9 17 43 1 3k
643 LA 1, I H 39%(21/47) B B & ARG 24 h 45858 B9 -
SRR T T 2 B TP I 2 T A AR 1 2
JEUE R RO R R BLSARES AX A — e R E
B AT 2R S bR X 2 i I IR 3 G AR A AT LR
DI, SR, EUS-LB 275 4> BRI 5510 T 647, W1 Sl IR
TR E AR £ R T R R 2 A A
MR P . 55 4h  EUS-LB AR J5 508 14 & AR R AL 34,
Ching-Companioni %5 ™' ff) 1 52 & B , ffi HI 19 G 28 Hl 5T, 24
32.5%(13/40) (1 BB AR5 H B , ARG BRI 0 &=, 46 K
ZHUBE TR, 29— P PR AT 2 LR 2 b B,
B FH ENA £ 19 BB SR S R — 28 4 ) — Tl 22 G
FNB %1 3#E47 EUS-LB FHF 58 5, A 15% (6/40) () Ho 35 H 3A
SRR BRI > s 7R R A2 2847 vh EUS-LB R
PRI R 5 AR E 10% LR ™, 4h, EUS-LB & ] L)
RGPS P BT K A [RIEEE AT, X6 T ) e S5 T o B AT S
PR B G A HE B I A BEL Y £ 1T 5 [ B k4 T EUS-LB AT LA
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= EUS-LB A AR Z 5

L ZE BT (R BE 46 - T 247 I PR ZH S8 W 1 75 SR T
Bl TR PN B R T O AN SR AT R & o 2R D T
et , BT 28 Z i 19 G B2 RIEF3E1T EUS-LB, 4R
e — LB 5T 22 G 2F FL B Bl WA T 300 4 2212
R E R, — Bk 22 G A BT B AL LA S
2 IF B 22 GEERlEI AT EE L 19 G AT R InR fLF
o I H FNA 438 2 FNB &% A SR, REAR i — I8
25T EUS-LB AL B2 Wi R B FNA T FNB £ Y21 212
LW R AL, H FNA £ RSB AL T FNB A bR
Ty —TRZE AT AT T A 458, TA FNB £ 1T L3R
PR A AL 24520 kR 22 S5 1T R R 2 T 08 T s AR AR
Ko UTBAR B I RXT A LS W SR A3 n, 55 AR
FNB &1 it , A A 7E L G2 Wiy 1 A e 3,
—IUEN A 40 151 B 1 EA LT RES XoF HE AT ST 45 SR e L 28 AR W
FNB £ FNA 0] USRS AR A 21 815% [ (15.78+5.19)em [,
(10.89+4.38) cm, P=0.003 | Al 5 £ Y I 45 IX (42.6+25 L
18.149.3, P<0.001)""®', Hashimoto % ' $% i+ 7 — 3 %} [ 5
RIS (4 — A% FNB & B RTRETE AR 5T , il FH W) — AR 28 4 e
JHEREZE A7 P45 28000 14, 25 R 2B, 19 G Franseen-tip £
19 G Fork-tip £ BB 315 37 K (19 2 21 55 [44.9(10~78) mm L
34.6(3~94)mm, P=0.097 | FIHE Z AL X [ 14.4(2~33) 1~ b
9.5(0~35)1~,P=0.043]. ILAM, ZWFFTIE & B, JCIe i FH Wi
PR gl A 2 AR AR B BT 2 F 22 (P<0.01) .
Nieto 55 K HLAR 1) [0 0543 BF o 45 11 T MR A9 45138, 19 G
Franseen-tip £1 #¢ 19 G Fork-tip 7£ 41 213k WUy T 30 A L 3,
ZAFFEIR K BRTCTE R FHIR o 2 ) 1 3 B i) 2 2R AR 4T L
100% Hi i f 3 [ 4 25 20K o

2. ST R A AT R R TR PN B A o R A
T AL RS T4l IS H AR X 2 VA 3584 HF EUS-LB,
eI s B2 J , BUS-LB 0 A Sy 02 — T X}
FEREE ATl EUS-LB 20 U3 M i 52 6 W], g i m]
DI BI T 22 1 SE BT A ORI A PR R 2L 55 1Bk A
Az BRER KRR R E AT, TR & A R, 2E
St AR Y I P G T AT e b R S i 4 SR
of S 3 B W, 25 A — O R B 11 R ), U B AR T 2
IRTEIG IR EAR A2 N o 3 AE — TR b A B KRk
I 2R 10 0 6] 20 22218 W7 3 5 W 1) [l JB P A 5 oy, g AR
BEER K MR R 3 53 B ST 2R ik FR 3 49 i), 7 [R] i 2 il JFF
WEZE A W I A LR, 85% 1A 2 B ER /K T 1% A 3 1T DA S
HLIHBWT, XA FP 7R 218 1 B R 038 96 %
M5B b, 78 Tru-Cut &1 HY BELART , JTF 2t 0 T 48 5 14 17
FEMS 22000, B A RIS ek 0 i 86 B ot 22 il i S i, 7
EUS-LB 1, JIF 22 % W 7 o4 50~100 U/mL™>*%), BEAE
PR BIF 5 28 B, I 258 0 VRV T2 AR 2 2 i K BB A %) 400 = A
HBUEIEAS WA SN S5 S (R BLEA A A 77 A R RS
AN, EUS-LB w6 R 9 £ 1 2 T 25 07 51, DA JE 971 1 )
20 mL 91 R A B 55 04T #3647 — LB 55 517 JE 1 2

Sl 25 A ARAS G B 2 S PR T R R AT ) (R
AR K Z 0558 FH 20 mTL 67, LA 7 ok 20 2% 3] vk 5 19 [
WP A SRR

Wi 5 I O 2 e R A g il % ik, EUS-LB AE i &
R TEHN AW S BRINTE , EUS-LB & —Fp a4
A S R A0 ZUE AT 1, BT AT b DR 2 A T e 3R
1R B HBURIUE 2 BEARAGER A , SR D 55
Hb,EUS-LB & —Fh &7 38 fb BRI 7 1A 50, 28083 0 B ANE
I R B2 32 B T e, LR P P B A 2 R I iR T, 30 7T 7 — 7
B Efifb LR . BRUL, BME EUS-LB 194 > i e g i
ZEH MU B ARANE Iy 28 e IV I 258 30 356 A A R 28 35 e Uk
i3z 1 R o NG A SN o e 2 A R S N ey LT
H A1 FE P EUS-LB 322 i FH T %o JE A P ek I 1 26 531, 98
A PR 1 i 7 12 FEUR 3 3 EUS-LB A6 [ IR, LAE— B4R
e TR I PR B R 55 14 o AR o
PR A EE S UAAAER] 5 vp e
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