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Chinese expert consensus on endoscopic diagnosis and treatment for pancreatic pseudocyst (2022)
National Clinical Research Center for Digestive Diseases (Shanghat); Ulirasound Endoscopy Group, Chinese
Society of Digestive Endoscopology; Pancreatology Committee of Chinese Medical Doctor Association
Corresponding author: Jin Zhendong, Department of Gastroenterology, Changhai Hospital of Naval Medical
University, Shanghai 200433, China, Email: zhendjin@126.com; Li Zhaoshen, Department of Gastroenterology,
Changhai Hospital of Naval Medical University, Shanghai 200433, China, Email: zhsl@uvip.163.com

[ Summary ]  Pancreatic pseudocyst is a common complication of acute and chronic pancreatitis,
and its treatment often requires multidisciplinary participation. At present, there are some problems in the
treatment of pancreatic pseudocyst, such as inconsistent therapeutic concept, unclear intervention timing,
and imperfect treatment of complications. Based on the latest domestic and foreign evidence-based medical
evidence, this consensus has formed a total of 30 recommendations in 10 categories, including the definition
and classification of pancreatic pseudocysts, imaging and endoscopic diagnosis, and treatment indications, to
standardize the clinical diagnosis and treatment process of pancreatic pseudocysts, and to promote the new
comprehensive treatment technology based on endoscopic interventional therapy.

[ Key words ]  Pancreatic pseudocyst; Walled-off necrosis; Endoscopic diagnosis; Therapy;

Endoscopic ultrasonography;  Cyst drainage; Follow-up
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PIReiaIr A ECEEMIEN , o CT R A 45 R w
AR JE TPN 2 W R G . X T R RIS W
AR R FH EUS-FNA, 28R U B i35 754 Bl IR i Jak e
BT R, P ZRAT 2 3 AR (fine-needle aspiraiton,
FNA) A 5 & PPC/WON J& I i XU , P IR HE 77 4 L) 2
W4 H A9 19 EUS-FNA™

1 TR R B3 i (PPC) AU ZEPEIRFE (WON) (1) CT . MRI B 7 N ik A R (EUS) S 1A PPC [ CT B4 ; 1B: PPC i MRI B4
1C:PPCHYEUS 8% ;1D : WON Y CT B4 ; 1E: WON (%) MRI &% ; 1F: WON [ EUS [Bl14%
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=.PPCHIAITIEHE

Prik 8: PPC/WON ¢ 24 Rl b+, HA B B>
6 cm/ZE b 24k & F 36 R R/ B i AT 1tk 3 K/ B R/ B 5
BRIRHE T Bk RSB IR, A T IRFE1E

TP AR 3 - A/1 HEHOK £ 100.0%

40% ~ 710% 1) PPC ICHEIR SRR R 3, ToHRA AT, 5%
JHRT AT 3T 50% JCREIR WON 245Gy 7 a1l E
PRI HE 2 1992 4F 7 45 22 KPR 2 3477 45 B B R T
6 cm A1 () FFAER )8 6 8 ELS EAEIR A PPCEA T3 19 s
CPPOBPESE D, JERE R HL A R4S I, B SN 1A T
W, T B R T WOF Al EECY . 24 PPC/WON L N Bt
ARG AT (D) EAE>6 cm; (2) BT 6 LU L5 (3)
AIFAENIRGe L ARSI 8 AR

KT HERG T ABTL, A WFFE R AP J5 B8
IRFAR R (<4 D AT EUS 519 F 28l 5 [ i 4 ml 41, B
RO AS U T, 8 R AL L S B (R it A AR
I7 KA IR RE A RS B . 3 — IR ST 49 A 170 5] AP
KR ATEY (340 A AP & >4 J8 (REIR A1) 1 568 B
1 EUS 51 5 T 2800 5] 3 /Y BB, & B0 109 20 98 i 1 42
[(12.322.1)em {2 K FHER [ (10.5+2.7)em |, B P [ {4
A4y ) (47.7%%8.9%) 75 B 3 = F Ik AR 4 (28.3%=
11.7%) , J5 8% JH N 85 T RFEAH UK BR R (direct endoscopic
necrosectomy, DEN) 9 Lt 7] 1 25 & T ZE 38 41 (50.0% Lt
7.4%)2 . FERA TR A AIGTT RALT] BE -5 Bl I ) RS |
IIEH B A A 5o AN, BF5E K BLAE I T AR K SR AL
Yy % WA SN A BRE IR BO £ . B E AR
10 em IRFEW) & H>30% 2 TR TR0 B 27

& F PPC/WON JA 47 B AL AT S 45 IR - (1) 4% i 45 252
AJHLL 5 (2) HAE>6 emi (3) 4k A& FAEAEIR 5 (4) BE b o4 714
HAK 5 (5) A1 48 P9 B P e IR 1 T B bk s e A e . B
% (1), R (2)/(3)1(4)1(5) I, FBCR B AR7
S o5 I 2k R o A Al T B AE , B IH 2 S A 5 el
FIE T, I A I T U R

FRiR 9: PPC/WON & EHAR<6 em, T B B8R H ™
BEIREAE, ATRSFIRIT WZ — Bt ], S B B AT K

TEYE T AR . B2 HFUKF- 1 100.0%

TRSFIR YT BN B SCRAIA YT | 8 3k e kv, PR PG
PUIR YL K 5 2308, LAY PPC/WON AT 5 4 A
R A LR A3 0T R IR SFIR YT « (1) JR 3 — O L4
Uf5 (2) 95 81 B3 A/ It e 0 k2 5 5 (3) B R /N i (L AR <
6 cm) , JCHEAT VR KR HLAFTERS [l <4 J& 5 (4) JE i BE
PR A A, BV R TRRE  BR A I R YL S
KAE . MR E A 6 ~ 8 EFTHE TS B sk CT/MRI K1,
TCRER B0l b TC A T3 K, T4k g% .

BRI 10: CP B/ PPC, MRXE H AT IHE, B 5|
W, A BA I, IR BN ARIBYT

UEHE T AR . €2 IR :81.5%

20% ~ 40% K CP I & PPC, 25 R 3 A4S ol 43 <2 IS 4
RELS R , A G R 28 AN ik BR AR M PPC W 30, DRI ok s R 5|
Tio CPEE T EAR<S em (H 5 P4 40 8 1) PPC, W] B R
BB T 2306310, CP A PPCAELE— & 278 XU
Xt F A AR B9 PPC, @ BUS RAT AN FARIGIT . 5
2 b e b LSBT AR T 30

M . PPC HISMRLFERIETT

PR 11: PPC/WON 5 B .+ 3 Bt R EE BTG
BATRE SRS E , BUCR HEMZE ) Roux-en-Y V) &
RIEIT o

TP B Ao 3 B2 MUK 1 82.1%

SMBFFEARIGYT PPC BT N EA BRI S R,
G ARG S S 5 AR MM W AR . e
Jia WA AR e R e 2 B AMBF B 1R AR, L Rb 25 s
Roux-en-Y W& ARZCR 3 AR, 328050 A T2 b o 8 {1
Ho PSR 7R i RE LR ST, P B S T E
IRB IR AR KR, SRR E 5 AR T B Wi it . SR
W B TACREANS AT A5 R TR R A5 LA, AGE H
FREMIE B ) S (<4 J&)) 2 i BE i S 4k & AN BRIk e 2, B
I AR R A7

PRig 12: PPC/WON £ Y 88 AR SFIRIT R, T FE
YRIT BT R SE BRI R T B I TA

TP B Ao 3 B/ LUK F . 88.9%

PPCAMEFFARABAE 587 FRAE MR, X F T3k R -
B R oI Z B ZE RIS i B HESR AR =, SR AR
FARBITIRIT . IMBFFARIGIT PPC, RJ5 I K AE &6 5
1K 25% BET-HN 5% . M B AR & e il , R 1%
GEF AR, A GG/ RGPS B (AR A
BRI M N S R AR BRI R &
it &R B U R S PR R A R 5 S O T e s AT
HRLIF AR

R.PPCHZEREEESIRA

BRiR 13: PPC/WONEZESHER 5 B REBOE R & 2 5
FHBEEL2E  BURAEZEFANEEIIRA
(percutaneous catheter drainage, PCD),

T TR AR B/ UK :96.3%

PCD ZHR N T PPCIRIT R AR . RZHPCD
SETENE TR BRI CT 515 F BEAT Y, JO T S5 10 2 i BE i 2,
ZN T AP 2B I (<4 J8) 19 APFCIRYT (B H X 2 4E
HRARZOKR G, WM BE SR . AT PCD LA HI T #873
PPC/WON B 513, AT AR (] 68 | AT 52 W5 U bk
LR

— BN, PCD I 5 T i T 45 A0 I S i g 1
B By PPC, WA AE R 16 B AR KU R B 8 Y K 2
R T B PPCAIE IR I B A, A7 7 H B IR e (3 N i
I I i B4 454 B 2 i (R O RAE , TG % 4 B st N Ak 3
R UCR ) PCD, A RCR AN AR 125 B AT AN ARIAYT
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[ N BFSE 8715, PCD AT PPC Y S BN 62% , JTCAET G
B 2 A BT AR B R ICR LA N 16%, B K HRL N
7% I FARE R RN 118%™ . CP L EAF LIS 45 M S
i 5 3 A A, B PCD BT R IR R

BRiR 14: PCD B G A — & K H I B | R ek i
BRAER FHEMEH KT,

RS B AR . /2 HHIK T :96.3%

PCD B % LI A A7 H L B e 35 IUAE % A
FEAE /D U IR R RE GRG0 i 58 M MR L0 LA BE
AR BLAE o WIFSE & R PCD 15 e A Y XU G 38 i AH O
PCD 5| i 5 98 kA= 3 1m 3k 14% . PCD Bl fit 5
TR T B 28 7 A VR IR, B2 R 1 L e 54 mT R,
FLRF O] AT B 2B IR IS 1 5% R (digital subtraction
angiography , DSA) s AMRFT- AR Ik Il o 25 J JUE 25 R 1ff 87451475
& PCD 5|3 PPC (1) H B3 S i, PCD AH OG HY il I A iE K
L HBEFRTIAIT ARG BARSET R 5 I0H 1l I &
BAE AR, PCD B #3504 T IR YLt 5 UL, E X Jk e
B IR AFAE e, IR AT i il s B S v 5 L

FEAR TS B B AR T PCD B IR BT & E
PPC/WON A 5 5 P 543 S B AR, 5 BUs Wl 2 5 30
e B B S8 LRk S T R e T e (R >
1000 U/mL) , XHBMEEE R R A 2 W E . K I
A5 RS E ARG RES [ , 55 T8 A A HE I PR35 5% (i
Wit EIEGY) AL 0 IPN B IR BRI A

7~ PPC B9 22 N $5 i 1T BB IR & 1& % A (endoscopic
retrograde cholangiopancreatography , ERCP) 3| &K

FRiR 15: PPC/WON S5 BREAHE 4k E T CP &K, Wik
P ERCP I BBRE X851 M.

UE 3 B AT . B/ HEAHUKF 1 100.0%

ERCP 2 B HF PPCIAIT N BRI AR . W8 5l
PPC 48 7E B 5| T W 2 I P 800 5 | 0 22 T Ak s, DA
IRFNE AR T ECER A HAY . ERCP SR RIS X
PR 28 7Sk BE M g | A , 38 20 A P B S SR A B 5 ke
AW S ESE, Ik R 2SS A A E 1 PPC,
W CPAASE PPCPY . [ P25 il ERCP IR YT PPC %4 F
R, — BB S AR B R B N L (4 ) B ]
FOR T R ERCP e H LT R E R AR S AP, Hik
SRR RS I R 4 5 T A AR, B
Fh 42 i 3 TG 3L St ERCP 3, iU 4 Ak il 5 | i 4
Jib, J5 #47 ERCP,

Biik 16: ERCP 5| UG A 37 R BRGL T AP KUK , X T
B TWTE PPC/WON , LB TFEE EUS 51 WIBYT -

TE 3 R AR < €2 HHUK:100.0%

— T Bl RCT BF5E 43 M LR T AMRFF AR 5 5
(ERCP B EUS) X W R AS [RI3G 97 7 2UHE PPCIRYT T A L
i, &8 PPC NBES R ACRE AT FAMNRF AR B, 2 ARG
B RFRIER TG, BV BRI Ae A Bkt a] 3% 4507

WAL TFARSIR . 5 PCDMIL, BT 1697 A Wi (AR
E (PPC/WON) FIHRTAYT MU 2685 55, T T T AU R 3544
KA BRI AR BE i ) 0TS, 2T Meta 23 AT B 5 1FE 52 P4
B AT PPCALT PCD, FEZEZR BN AL fe i i) Jad L Pk T 0
BFARFAL,

ERCP [ S 2 AR A EUS T % i 5] AR il 75 1%
RBERNE KRR . —IRZ OB AN ERCP LS
EUS 5|9 PPC 55 EUS 51 Ji 8- AH Y, 2 H kB 5| ik
Ha1T IS AL R RS AR, WA
RETIRT 8k 52 o JBERR A5 s BSOS v 87 , 84% 119 JEk iR
GG Ja BRI BB R, F A b e S BRI S, W]
AR IR 4 B TR 25 5 i T SR B R o RS S , 4F
T4 8 43 7 1B B9 PPC/WON , ERCP A EUS AT U 2 J
) e

£ .PPCHYEUS 5| A

Frik 17: EUS 5| T RIS WA RIEFF PPC/WON
BIEEIGIT Tk BT s RIER AR RERER
A% , 6B HA .98/ A e A E) F 3% A

TEE AR SR - A/1 FEHUKF £ 100.0%

LHOBFFEARML, MBS EA A I kiED> Bk
RAREIEHE . BT I FARX AN T AR B/, T e e
KA @R s, BarE O I PRIAYT PPC I )5k,
EUS 515 T B AR 28 I 28 00 5 | R H A il 0 3655 , 30 &
KA AR LT, BHTIA A& PPC/WON B3 1 5%
HITHRS . EUS AT 40 3¢ 48 W0 19 IR E W), X 4 PPC I
WON, il 3 2238 24 00 98 P9 R 4% Jieb i 300 10 65 4 A, T 3kt
I A P R R 2R AT . R B T 2006 4T A
T EUSBIS Rl g AR Bl K& —Fiayr PPC %4
HAELHTT 5. EUS BN BETA YT TR« (1) 2 3 46 38k A i
ERIRTHE N N EPEAE e I L Ak 5 (2) 28 ik 2R Y FE 1E
(3) LEEWIAT EUS-FNA HER 58 P 4= g

B 18 AHERELE AR E I T B PPC/WON ZEHI5|

TEHE R /AR . B/ HEHUKF 1 100.0%

EUS 51 5 T % i 22 il 51 3 R 8 97 L2 % 80% ~
100% , B AR B e fnb 2 85 TR e N B 285 137 (33.3% ~
72.4%)", 1989 4F, Cremer %7 1 YR AR E 238 B 555 1
S, BB T 285 1, A5G PR e B AR &
DB T %M 38 i R 4 PPC AN E 5 T 4R b 2 1)
I AR U R RS R . BT E LR S5
N FHTE LR R s (1) A% 27 L b 55 0 Ak 3 B 22 i) ) R s
JIN, PR AGE A AT U Ak BE I R 32 (2) T Ak BE O K
sk , HEBR M sh bR JOB R A . BT 9IRS A
BN 4 (LR TGk B T 1A, 31 A I 2R 3 EUS 5|
SHEARAE, i KB AR, H AT E 8 EUS BT,

% B9k E T8 N 85 F AR (natural orifice transluminal
endoscopic surgery , NOTES )t 4% 8 i FH T PPC/WON i
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7 ORI R B T I AR 2, B 05/ i e
P EBERORZR S W E 2 AR AR 2 59 H
R FE T

B3R 19: EUS S5 | WA B 5 5 28 Jib B 725 1 A i B
BOm A S, SF R AR T I8 , MR E A R - i)
KSEE-BATGL R, BN SEAT FNA BB R

TEYE AR . A/1 HHKF:96.3%

EUS 55 FRYZEM2E g5 1A FARIREL TR+,
(1)EUS T2 BRI 6 B KN P 38 10 2800 055
()ZENGALIEE A 19 G R A PPC N XLTIST
HAFLEPPC 2278 PPC 8L ; IR FLLEA
FLUI T, 1 1 RE S RE 2 [0 ST T, T ER Y Ik (4) B
NG SR (R} S Bl 4 i SR ) o R — R 32
BRI R R, 38 TR . EUS J0 72 BH 0 4 b 14 S5
F AT FNA WATRZ I

J\EUS 3| ML i

FRR 20 BBl 7 227 B F PPC 951 3R , (B F WON
BIMBERK £,

TEYE /AR T . B/ HEHUKF 1 100.0%

] PN 0L A 22 A B i 5 | 9 S R AR 7 ~ 10 Fr(2 ~
3 mm) 9 XUE R IR 58 . AT LA AN R AR B i S 2
IR R B, 10 Fr XU 2 SRL S BRARBC T | i 2 i, 406 Jd
SR AR BT I T P AT R R T Fr SR A
— IG5 38 A 3T BE T (10 ~ 103 4~ H ) 4 FBAAR 7 Fr 388}
LB PPC, & BUIRYT I (2 JA $E M 4i/N 50% LA 1)
K 100%"" . X T RS — A9 AR B 4 PPC, SR AT R
IR SR E AR BRI R SR Rk
e BT, BOEUAP AT A 0 T B AR R A T
IR, AR RREM R A28, AL A R IE iR IE SR S 28
BT PPC, A AP 255 -3 45 s

BRIR 21 #: 37 XU B %€ £ )8 X 3¢ (lumen-apposing
metal stent, LAMS) FIF PPC/WON 5|3, Tt H @& H K58
YIS 2 WON 513

TE 30 B A R < A1 FEEUKOF £ 100.0%

LAMS ( SCFR“ WU 3 3k 7 5 W3k 4 S0 48 ) Je 36Tl
T 4 R SR AT R R S IS4 A By Ik A
MR (] 2) , AR B T A0GE 4 8 2 40 e Bl Rl g A R
W RS, S B0 v 43 O] T R O R R i BE L AR K
10 mm, LA AT A 10 ~ 20 mm, FEMP 5 [ RBCERE L. LAMS L
BEHARIFAE S, Bt E A, BCE R R

WA BFFEARGE , LAMS AHE T 3R S48 1697 PPC L
) 3 17 (95.6% L 89.4%)0 [ PN I ) — 35 3fF 1T LAMS
(AXIOS) HEMHIFSE B , LAMS (BRAE L Z R I8 5] 100% , 9
WP B AL L R F] 93.3% , S Y 2 ZREE FE IR K55
13.3%.10.0% 1 6.7% ", N 53 —I01 E 7= LAMS i 53 IR
EAE AT RS 2T Meta 43 HriE 52, 436 97 PRC L 2
WON 1, 43 Ji S 4000 T 90kL 2 487 LAMS (1 55 —JilU e

B2 XU E 4 IS A (LAMS) /R & E

PSR W TFIRYT 1R o A o B G 1) ER 3, FEDRIE S
AR FEAS -, 74T DEN, i PPC I K IR YL i R Bk T
TBIEYT 4, M% T PPC, WON 1 N8 T IAYT Il Th 3%
IK5 WON BN FEY & A IR,

BRI 22 A HEEE A A 4 &8 S22 T PPC/WON
HET

TEHR TR AR . A1 FERUKOF- . 85.7%

2010 4%, [ b 1 vk i ol P A 7 0 4 T S 42 5 i
PPC, & I 47 R IR T8 42 J8 S A8 5 | it PPC A RN S e vEag
TN BLiB U N L L R A il R A VA TN
HRARFERD /N B PER T R T S8 LR A S
PN TR S BB I R P . SR SR, &R
HR R RE RN R, EARRH, 51 74 A s ELE g s
M 705 | ROR S BT T Y8R S48, (BT
FLRAEARTE R 55 B Ao, IR T8 75 1554 J S 2RI IR B2 FH - PPC/
WONIRITIE WD . A WFoT LA PR AR [ & i SC 288 | it
SVEBIRITSE S B0, 7 T 7 S8~ LA MS B FIEES 761 [ 4 S S 2
SRR R I RRE R R 2K T A R S R

Frik 23: HRTRIEE X R LAMS TR G20k 238, H
FEB|¥ PPC/WON,
TP A SR 3 B/ ALK F £ 96.6%

2018 4F , 43 24 3 1 AR I LAMS Bk 4 ¥ K 32 283497
PPC, A8 i 1B 44T 47 B11% FH LAMS+30RL 2085 i i)
PPC HBE TR, &3 LAMS 4 B T 1% K 17%, 1 LAMS+
SRR SZ AU TR TR T A T R, LAMS+238 kL
SIS R F A kAR R AR T Al LAMS (10% Lt
42.9%)", {HHITIFIE I LAMS 1A ¥R 3 28 51 37 PRC
14 ) B RN 3 K 2 B 5 B R LAMS A E 22 R e 12
BT IR A 68 9] PPC R FUIFSY & B, LAMS I
B IR S AT D 5 | AN 2R R A A FE L IR A A
FICH W, 3 — WA M &, e & PPC I 2
WON, LAMS BGA (i FH SRR} S 40 2 0 B dg b B2 53— ]
i 43 AT 236 151 PPC A1 34 £5i] WON F B 5% 7, iU LAMS
Joi BN SRLSC IR IN GBI A YT BT R R B R
AR ST PIREER, H AR JCUES SR LAMS TR B4 9
HBE SRS PPC, T5 BEHEA T B RIS Y BT REE I RIESR -
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WA 24: LAMS 75 Fi T PPC/WON PR B Wi gk A 4E
(disconnected pancreatic duct syndrome, DPDS) , &3k
BRJE B BRI SR, MR R R BB I RREET | R, B L
BHE R

TEHR R AR . B/ MUK T-:89.7%

DPDS J& PPC & 3 o — A~ 8 210 5 Bk Z W 3 &0 ,
IRFIAFFE KA EE e e 3B Rk, AR SRR IR AR R
B TREAR K 50% 7 . DPDS A4 R A 52 ATl
W, S WE R A RS TR 2 A 488, TR 5 MRCP
AT, B M REAR S SR LA UIRE  FE AR I S 45 A AE AR Y
LT, Al EEE B9 JC TR A AT A B . PRCIR
7 IR AR 22 R 0 10% ~ 30% , EB % HE e 4EA DPDS [
BE R BRI N BES T M) PPC R, R
SERH AR MBLE K, 19471 DPDS & H A 7BIE &1,
ERCPZFL L5 1677 DPDS WA #5748 ™ , EUSS I T iy
5 BE DPDS 415513 I &4 & A R AR, Rk, X Rz
LAMS {97 B PPC £f: DPDS 3%, B BUE WP 45 8 S 208 46
IR AR, DA HEWT T R4S R LA, Bl LR 2 %

N EUS Bl R H L 5E

Bk 25 BB ST | o PPCATAFE ST 4R 8% 28 BB R JF
b2 % N =Y

TEHR R AR . B/ MUK T £ 96.6%

SR ST AR B PPC I R IE K A R 2920 13% (95%CI:
5.7% ~21.8%)"" , ETALKE AT MTE A FE R
/RO 5 R A R R S AR B I PPC Y BB AR A G H il I A
i, 53R G IEE, KR E R R — 2 W o
LA, 1697 PPC B N 3k A< T e 7, o B R S 4 AR
WYL AT R AT B, — PR S sl BE 4 S B

MR SRR A RN LB HEFT N, T3
PR REA SN, B 2IE T ZE BRI TR
IR AATHEN o RS 22 0L T Rkl S 2R KR T 4 e S e
o LAMS B HUAS 0 WER, BEA A S B kR K A

PRk 26: LAMS 5 — @ 8 B 1937 & i XU , 7545 1)
WEIRE, — B % B 2IRR 3, WEAT DSA 1k i
BAMBFFARWIT

TEFE i A SR BT . B2 UK 96.6%

H i H BT 2 32 I K 5 T Y LAMS 38 &
FET . BT SRR G A A A i i B B B RS 11
Hh SRR A H B i &, LAMS AR S H 1 22 2
B ik 5 . 78 LAMS [ Br 7 o9 S B B, i of:
RRE R et e, AR A AU FIWTAN 2 SR AR e
ZR R E NSRS K, IR RCT A5 1 th i 4
Bref R, DPS 4l oKk B A A R F 44, i LAMS 404 R 4
KRN 50% , EEALFEIR Z M H L SR A AE LK S 4
SRR TE A 5 5 | B A B BT B B 5T UE S5 LAMS
5 DPSAHILL, 5195 H LA & A RE R (21% H19%) 7.
8 LAMS (9 3838 1 il A2 2600 17% , DB SR B il

(P34t ] 2 9.5 d'

LAMS H 8 i A fE T e R T« (1) i
LAMS Ji5 %56 I 0 S 350 6 , St 2000 vt 0 50288 T I B £ 1 v
Bl R B R, R T HE 005 (2) A i AR R, R
VAT O 585 R AR R A VPN, th T2 5Kk 1, T RE H 3
EIWAEA . T LAMS 1 m 5 . B %A A S0
i, it EUS s W5k CT WAl A 50 , A B TPPAk s i
AU o 6 LAMS Hoig e 98 RE S 48, sln] i/ LAMS L v 55 4%
RE B M4 A M, DRI UBAIE L o 199 R A 25, sl A S e
i FH DPS X 8 LAMS AT 58 J2 B AR 8 38 1 i XU /) ] 47
kR,

R LB I3 5 PR ST IR YT REAT AL, F4 DSA 1k
I, DB N 2R BRAMREF AR LAMS Jilt '8 3 ] 4247 56 3% CT

AT, JA T4 i 5 [ A0 0SBt A o i XU, Gk 205 1 3 A
Iy, TP bR A Y I o] 38 2 I PR R BB A R R
A I, — EH O I, AL S R B SR S, T A
Tt i JE B REREVRYT 5 24 H M i >400 mL Y, HEL N
1§ NN SBLZ2ER 212,

Frik 27: LAMS EA G E IR R MERBRLRN, T1T
DEN,

TEPE R A SR B B2 HEPUKF-:93.1%

J5F 2 3 58] (proton pump inhibitor, PPD) 411l '& g =
AT DA BE I 5 R A TE AR TE 15 L K LA R
PES SRR, — 30T [ PR 58 R 22 e 5 | i HLI% 2 PPI
i WON g3 rl RETT ZLHE1 T 58 Z W DEN A R AYT ), A
Sk v] BE-5 PPII /> B R HE AR, 28 o AR IR FERE 5
IR AR D

LAMS B R M %2 4, I K AE L R AR 6% . KRG
P & B 8 P 4E bR (T>38.0 °C . WBC>10.0x10°/L, CRP>
10 mg/L \PCT>0.5 ng/mL) BUE F+ =5 | 3557 5% W 55 5% FH M
N % SRR g . R T AR A R A By A R X
T BB B syt A= R AR . 40 PPC AR 7 IPN,
D75 S 28 1 DEN, YL J5L R T Bl F S 4Rg g k5|
VAT WA S0 S 4P 8% 3k 189%™ WF9¢ & # LAMS
FE PPC 5 | (1 — 5 PR P 9630 3K 23.7%(28/118) , B2 A
78 270 B R RAE M 1Y PPC, S 4 b 28 K A R 17.5%,
AT RES SR R B AR G JEAR T, L, LAMS B A
ARG A B T BT [ 7 0 P SR A U S

Piik 28: LAMS IR R BRI N 3 A ~ 24 H B E
i KRS R BECRE M,

T R AR - A/ HEHUKF £ 100.0%

LAMS i LAICHR 175 (0 188 6 A0 S 28 B g [ A G 6
HRERAAR "R AR LU A SR, BT B U R, 5 522K
BN AL AT O, A T T U 20 W R SRR AR
o HARZE DI A A D T TREREL ™ . A7 AN S 1 4]
SCOCE S A A I B B R B B I AR
PRBR"™ EIH LAMS i 4 207 SNBUE I AE T2
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FhER ) LAMS. WF5% &30, PPC #EBh B A2<7 om, ST 4088
I (] >4 J) & LAMS I R AE & A I fE B 3R ™. 6T 30484k
BBt [a] H i e 40— 28, 33— U9 U AE PPC 2L PR
BITEOL R 7E 3 ~ 4 PR TAMS™, tb4h, 2% fE e i 1 1fn.
SR, LAMS J8CE B ) 5538 ANl 2 4~ 3™ R PP,
WON B4 B LAMS [ A 1] n] R £ 224
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