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W8 AT IR 4F 3 2 R (endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography, ERCP) /2 F F12 Wi FliG 7 IH
W B e 2 R ERCP 75 A T IHLEAE R (B F2
TR 0 35 10% M3 A S IB0R . Bl it KoM
B W W B P 2 (European Society of Gastrointestinal
Endoscopy, ESGE)#& B 4 06 IR X A4S 45 8 UM AR
A0 i 5 ARG FUSRARAL 5 BT 2 A I e
5 min; — YL A RAM B IR A A 53 B (5-5-2 0 ).
ERCP AR J5 i it 48 (post-ERCP pancreatitis, PEP) # & X J
ERCP At BUHT A sl = 0 , AR5 24 hfil JEAs i i i
Tl 25 22 DE 3 A%, T AR B sl A R AR BE I (] 0 A SC
S5 T AR R0 DI R IO ) 22 b R AR A4 A 7 2

— JHANIDITFAR

FELWVHUDI T A 5 1 T PRI FIEL A0 45 I 1) b R st
i J] T 2 5 DD 268 M 3 8 G DA B s A A I . BRAE
WNHELNIDIFF A PEP ST fE k. (B7ERE 29
VIJT A W a i AR, S B g L koK,
PRI PEP () 5 A= el ' s w04 A8 U OBUR | S 29 0L
FUITFAR [ (B3 PEP (1 & 4 FFEAK T

1. 28 i IR A5 45 29 (L3090 FF R (transpancreatic biliary
sphincterotomy, TPBS) : TPBS {1 5 £ i 4 ¥ 29 WL VI JF R
(transpancreatic sphincterotomy , TPS) FIAHAE A LUIFF A
S VRS 22 AMA AR IS, TR 11~12 085 1 {02 E )
TS FIIE S 2 R B Ao, DR R IR AE AL A 2 iR e 2
M RELAEE 4 75 1) R AT AR A 0 2R B AT AN il T Tk — 2l
AU H RS R B R I R . 2 ITRE AL X IR B 5
(randomized controlled trial, RCT)JE5Z TPBS ¥ & 1 21 K
FL T W 22 5 B A5 4 B2 K (double-guidewire technique,
DGW)'™ . A IE B 24 UE ST TPS J& H A R PR 476 7 3 00 #b
SHCHA T+ 37 IS A e 14 77 5 O ELAE I35 [ IK PEP 1Y
KHAN Facciorusso 5 Y TPS R B J1 4 249 LY
TF I T LI UTITT S 22 58 B HOR | TR e it S 2
B R 6 R 7 U AR Meta 234 , TPS 17 4 A
Tp 1 R FUHE P #h 28 1 A (surface under the cumulative
ranking curve, SUCRA ) $5: K B i Th R i 17 , TPS B {IK PEP
RO T RIS 19 AT .t T LT
A B 1 R s ST 2 0 ) P B R DT 5 B, 7 R A 7 v
L2 TEHMIE A B B DGW KM , 4 BT i AT 32 H TPBS it
A . ESGE 18 miffErs /N HARFL Sk B 70 3 22 1R
B o 2R TPBS A (7 i T 7 1 A J i S 20 LA >
PEP, [ 47 75 JHE A B 5 Oddi 5 20 LD BEAS 4, 5 0 77

TPS [RJ IR AT AR - A LB TT A

2.5 J1 3G 29 WL U] - R (needle-knife sphincterotomy,
NKS) « fiff FH & 71 AR AT 11 (4 $L_E G T 0R 1 _E B R Xt 2
MEHEAT 201, R E 2 N i A RS RS AL Bosr R
E 2 2% i S 0 4 00 45 29 LTI R B Ik PEP & A R 1Y
SUCRA fH fc K 445 D) ALK F TPS™ . H AT T 452y
WU TF B HE— 4R R . R NKS 2454 223 A &=
JEAE AR AT 5 2 W 2 IR B A A, R MR (5
T3V FAE LWL 5 B HE NKS S22 T 22 8 A F 9845 I R e T 4
TIYIIF AR L. Maharshi 28" P &S & B30 K (63.1% [
92.7%, P=0.001) . A J5 AR 4 & A= % (5.2% 16 0.67%, P=
0.04) AR J5 a1 TE B ILAE 2 A2 %2 (12.5% L 2.6%, P=0.01) |
A [ (13.8+2.2) min H(7.2+1.7) min, P=0.001], 154
EF I YA 35 0 E AR TR WA TR 6 T e A
eI FL K B HE NKS 8 3838 100% . £ Y] 45 85
S AR R T B R TR BT I B DR L3S 2
FL U LA S 0L ZF LA T ACHE , S A i /DX T NKS 19722 4
PEWFST , T FA T 388 A NKS & — I 5 SRR, 75 B AR
AL R 80% LA b A28 56 3 B PR LR D52 1l

3.1 J193 45 W1 JF R (needle-knife fistulotomy, NKF) :
NKF R FHEL TT 9248 01 F 7L 3K TR L, 485 1) Lok ) 1)
F, EHEIE S B REZ N, ZBA G B ARTL 09 #4545, DA
FHIE L PER] AR PEP YRS . Z2I00RF 5% UE S5 P45 B0 A
SRR A 7 SO EL LA 0 R AR A A SRR S P A
BF[E]Y>1, —T00 Meta 43T UF 55 NKF S5 hR RS 5 UM EL, 58
G REAR PEP RS , (FUZBFSE A A 4 T RCT BIFSE , 25801
PG A, A BT HgR T 3 RO IR B0 X
TPBS.NKS.NKF (4 & i 2 %, H 22 5 T ge 27 & 50, i
NKF(2.6% )% TPBS(22.4%) \NKS [ PEP % 4= %(20.9%) 7.
FREAK S Lee S5 HEAT ) — T RCT UESE NKF A4 i 2
ARG A T4 5HJ2 10 NKS, PEP & 24E % (2.5% ) %
P AINBIIFEAR (4.29)8 AR 22 7 TH T L

R S 225 B R (pancreatic-guidewire technique,
PGW)

PCW {§% B B B AMIEA BB R S22 SR I5 1 5 i
50 AT BT 22 3 48 (single-guidewire technique, SGW ) B
DGW. DGW J& B G FH 1 5 2234 T IR FE Je 4, AT
PLELIR S, HE PGS 1 SRR T 22 A B AR T T B g,
S 2 S22 01T IR BSR4 . A FSE LR SCW 5 DGW
FOR & BIH A 145 1Y) BT R R PEP & A2 % 28 RS i
B, Laquiere 5" Bt A9 — 0 RCT AT ESE 10 min
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DGW Y AR 4 5 N D oK (84% ) W3 T 2 P 24 i %%
(repeated single-guidewire technique , RSG)50% [ ¥fi45 i 1))
F,9F H DCW 35 4 4 21 38 BB 29 1) H] (6.0 min He
10.4 min, P=0.002) , {H 2% J& i} [i B2 ol isf 9 3 A0 4 4 B 2
REFIGI 8 L. ERCPEIME A B A K2R, ikt
G 22 SR I BB | Feilr S 22 06 B 45 BR 1 R FH DG W 5 5
PR 2 I H DGW I 2 LI A4 i L 28 L
AU | 38 FH T4 Kk 28089 ERCP E VI . R, ESGE X T4
FIRABAE B, B e DCW AR

= B e

TR S Al B 5 224 1 U 4 AN B A O
TEAE B P BB S em KA 5-Fr PR 028, PRl
222 NGBS . Eminler 50— 350 RCT 22 W AR 32 404 B
T 2245 LI K T DGW (54% L 90%) , PEP & A % h
3.5%~9.7% , 2 W EANE T RS ARAE 15 70 5 A R A
P AMTYIIF FLkBRBEY SRR, KRR 2R W
0551 B AR S 0] A 3 S B PEP . Dubravesik %52
YA 21T RCT, Z2 MR Meta 43 B Hu A PPS 554 55 bt 96 24
(non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs, NSAIDS) fJF4L , il 5K
PPS fig i E BEAC T fe L mfE AR E PEP M & B, AR T
NSAIDS. ESGE#RmsREVAI A T 22 B AMIE AR A5 i
B WU 22 AR AT I TR 1 R PR A S 4R LA /D PEP KR T
T FIAN T A48 B WA 28 Gk sl o p R e S-Fo SR S 48, 5~
10 d N PEA S AR HE B S g .

M A ERCP

st TA) B 52 42 A 457 L U0 T Rk Ry 34 2 (L 3k ok
i S BRI | B A T %6, O B SR B I o
I AR5 AR 8 AU o Xt T 223 2 By 2 A R L F
Rl kK I IR 5 4T ERCP, AE4R s il A ni 2k, HA
ERCP 1% 5] {5 A 8] 75 2 E— 29T, () B A 1] 1 e 2L sk 7K i
A TH IR PRI B AL R AR 1 B B ) aod &, R 3R HE 5 |37 vl
TN AR FERE . A WFSE RIS A2 ERCP IRAE LN 2
LA ARG 2~7 d"**, Colan-Hernandez 25" % B 1 Ik
RN 4 d )5 EE ERCP MU ZET 55 (79% L 44%) , HIf:
RARE R AW 1 AR (4.29% L1 11.8%) .

T, EUS 51§ 2 Ui R (endoscopic ultrasound-guided
rendezvous techniques, EUS-RV)

S LB IE AR NG 22 5] S 4655 45 2 Fh o7
3 AT 53 R A RE SE PR A Iy, R A7 e L3k g
V= 1 B A R A I L 2004 4F Mallery 2570 2 vk 4 18
EUS-RV. EUS 5 5 F 41 £ 28 H] it W R (fine-needle
aspiration, FNA) I\ 5 8+ Z 48 i o A B /MIRES , 2F
SR A 3 25 | R P A S R A v A A R R A
22 G 2 55 2040 JE R s F AR W & 1 iE AN L BB J5 B 46
+ I S EUS B S 22 2 0 58 I TE A A
Twashita 25 FF A9 — 301 22 o0 A AE PR 55 1 EUS-RV K
18 80%(16/20) , 2 {51 F 35t LR AU PEP, 1 451 J o5 1 91
JIF IR, FB (1) Meta S HTEA A T 342 fil4T EUS-RV [0 2,

EUS-RV & (44 45 i 2 2R Ny 86.1%'! . EUS-RV # 1 Xfi: J&
T FH R P A S A S 1 I ELA PR L )
ik D4 R R A s 114 7 PR 28 () (A5 S 22 RS P9 17 7 1)
P AN A TRIME . DR 48 K EUS 19 ERCP (N4 IS
Ui VAR e I A2 3 47 2 D st ] 24454 FH EUS-RV .

KL EFEN Y A INBYITFAR | F225 Wi w4
JRAR S48 HE ERCPEUS-RV %58 WL A Jr =X, A fige i 2%
FIE 198 % ERCPHEE X\t =% . DEURFHEHE ARG
it ) A Sl R R AT B TG T B4 T AR M Lk i A T
B EZ NG S A Bk Bh s T AR B AR
T ERCP AR FEAR S B 7 2 A Y PR
fRAS RS I, 257 T2 M RIS, B At S a0
DGW i 48", T i 1 5 1 Mt S AR R 8 A A% W (1K PEP & A= .
T 250 1) N AR IR DT ™ 29 LTI I AR Al BE 4R e 4 4 1 2
%, TPBS J2 H il 4 s e e e 9 75 =X, 81 0 Y e fig ok
> PEP KA AHHH THERAE A B , X P B I i 1) 28 598 7K S
FRE R, LA ALY B B WL B AT 7 E— AR i 5T
25 b R AR AT L, AN IR) 22 354 AR 1) R A 1= IR A TR
ME IS 47 8 B R — P e £ 22 Pl A8 X L3 ) ERCP
T LRI AL PEP (19 & A2 %

PR AR UIRELE R 25 wh o
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