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N TR BN BB 09 5 3, L TRIAE R
e RAT A, LR 2% 2] AV S AL i B A% 2] AT
DA, MR L 22 STVE LA 2 2T 1 T4 Tl it 2 R
0o 28 A AU R B b BILAE L, R I ) S AR BUBR AR AE o FR
AAERF N TRRE R AR 2 IR BE 2 ) TE B YT ik
AFB0) 3z N T, A0 993 1% S 400 T A2 W, T S I DR 2
H2 L B A 2 M 2% (convolutional neural network, CNN)
YRR BE 2% 2 YRR R 20 FE N T 40 B o L B e iR
S 2B R R S T AR AR T 2 BUR T E E
JEEC L REAE AR N B rh SR D Ak TR
B AR RN T E W 1. Bgeisin i XM R Atk s
PR LA R X B U AR SR g S AR i, A ) e S N TR g
5 B Y BE IR A A IR B RN T R AE N
PEIF N BEI2 YA T T IR S5 ik R — 25 3A

N RS H R BN

LRSS A

(D) IS8 25 1 W < A E 1Y) & 908 68 5%~15% ,

hfl

i=4

Hor 59%~30% &G IR 4541, B Al P g1 7 e
i& 5 K (endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography,
ERCP) & il 0 IH S 45 47 10 8 2367 5 125, LS4 0 Bl
WA 3K 90% LA B AR R AR ZF0F&0E . ERCPIY
o 8 P E HATS S I PR b R AR S T [ el 4
LW AN 2B ERCP, 2 A T8 58 56 I 1 #45.
Steinway 55 ) FH AR 5 I PRACHE TP & 17— IR i 2 > R 7
Xof JIEEAE G A R A AR AT TR, HER R R 71.5% , 521 T
VEH5 1E (receiver operator characteristic, ROC) 112 NI A
(area under the curve, AUC) 5 0.79, 0 AL T 2019 434 [H
B W N 4 2% 2 (American Society for Gastrointestinal
Endoscopy, ASGE) 18 Fd 62.4% B9 T I M 57 3R A1 0.63 1
AUC, L K Bl ' B N 8 °F 4 (European Society of
Gastrointestinal Endoscopy, ESGE) $8 [ 62.8% A T3 il 1
HFN0.67 1Y AUC. BLAN i BERY 4 X} 229% % ASGE 45 i
BRIN 5 AT ERCP IR T I % LA L% 48% # ESGE 15 1
FRIRIA AN T EEEAT ERCP YR E HEAT TIEW 2k, 5
IZEAL, Jovanovic 55 454 T N R R EIEEL AL i KA HR
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G B % Tl S5 I DR 45 2R AE A I B HE A N T 28 T 2
(artificial neural network , ANN)FETI  Xif HH B 45 7 1) 2
AT, 51 5¢ logistic [HIIHBEHY (AUC=0.787) FH Lt , ANN
HEI(AUC=0.884) H A7 HE4F 9 FTIN ERA 3, SR XS 92.3% 1Y
ERCP F BHE 45 41 8235 F1 7.7% (1 ERCP R Bk 25 1 g 3 ifF
FrIERGTU , BT a] AFEA Fi S G pEA T 25 40 A2 W, 95 =
IRIT I ERCP e, 20650, 2R T8 A Ao A T IHE
A e [T 7 L2 T A AUC 2 0.823 LA K A v ] 7 41 4%
B AUC 2 0.868, IR LR 4F o IR AT LI 2%
$2 155 ERCP #2A45 fY 0 B DEAG K P, 30 A a0 B2 1 TR
G (e

(2) N BEHRAT 0 TR BE DAl I IR b 47 1% LA 25
AKE JER B, SR AR FLRES SRR, 5
ERCP B PR AEFR B2 45 VI AR OG5 H i 1 N B A
PRI i 52 el (R 3% A T 98 4120, 3 Lok = A0 7 1) 743 A
o ARFTEF PG ERCP BUAMERE , AU B TIRALIRIT R
W5 T AR T 3, B2 T B T 5 AR R e & A % T
HAT By 1< F8 34038 5 R0 [0S, i e R B P T

Huang %5 7] 1 IEAS 385 52 EUAGOR 1k 1 U B 4 ALl
22 2% (deep convolutional neural networks , DCNN) B %4 fig
FE VT3 55 5 B & 45 (difficulty scoring and assistance system,
DSAS) , AT LAXIHEVE 2540 DA K 48 g kA7 4 5, 2
T BV A RN S5 A K AR T v I AV AR S AT A B
Wik, M AME REGS X ERCP U MERE HEATIEAL . 12 IE )
U G 45 0 I A R R OUE R T 4 A
91.45% .94.57% .81.13%. % 45 41 K43 F3 ity L S48 4%
FR Ak LR IR X B A 0 A7 5 T A T2 5 iR e i AL R
LRNGEEIN, SLRNEEINYS . T PR
AT A BRHEAT T 2 rbC A BE MR, oK 2 R A IR
b O R NS N N ST (T RS S PN )7 32 FEWUIE - (3 T
AR 285 7 /I i IEL A A DA/ D i LA A R 25
TEARAS B HEAT T3, HEITDRE 835 70 ERCP IR XEZH LA K 25
Sy 2H AR R R VE A B SR IR A A R
175341, Wi 48 ERCP S 25 4115 BR 3 43 51 A 73.9% A1
94.5% , SREE AT TEBR AR 7354 89.1% F197.6% , H I XELH %
AU Z2 A I ) SR, FE— 2R T O 2 323 1) A
BRI SEHITE ST R B TSR bR 5 2% ERCP X
BEVEARIIE R

2 B PR JIE B A

JIELTE e i) RS, X I RS o . SR
CT ., i 3 ¥% i 1% (magnetic resonance imaging, MRI) , LA &
ERCP (I MRl A | 3 46 ) A5 LB G A B, (H 24 20% 1Y
RSB B AT Tovk DA T . 8 11 BH T B RE XTI A5 R4 T B
LG I o) 5 A, 2 AN W Jer PR JIEL e 7 ) o A )y =, (1L
GBS T B2 W R AR th 280 A 56, H R e — A AR
LWibRiE.

Marya 550 fiff F oA 2t JIEL I 58 A5 T & T I 2R T CNN A
B, IR T IEE B A T AT, CNIN S 331 R I 1

A 1 SR HE T 3R (90.6% ) 8 25 155 T 40 A Il AG: 199 A 1t 26
(62.5% ) FIE A S AS HORE I E 6 %2 (60.9% ) , 73 Sk il 3at
HRPL X T P 5 78 1 R AR AE AT T VA, R BT 1 I B
ZENH WARIE R FLIRZS A FNEF AL IS o Saraiva Z0° F]
JH 84 994 5 % 7 #u A 45 /E I 1 5% (digital single-operator
cholangioscopy, DSOC) FEIf& & 37, T CNN LAY | i % | R ¢
J FRE S 18 53501 4 82.9% .83.5% .82.4% , AUC RIS B % -
[n] 2 i £ T 1 FL (area under the precision-recall curve,
AUPRC)Z3 5147 0.92 #10.93 . 53 M3 F 1 18 388 i [ 4500
CNN HEA TN L5, Xof 55 0L S 1 ek A G 9 T 2 R AIE (g 1
EMFLICIRIEE ) PEAT S0 o JC TR M A G , CNIN iy R
OB FIRE 53 E 530310 95.7% 11 88.6% , HER 1 93.0% . 7E
FLKR SR Jy T, R R S AR R 03 00 74.1%
94.5% H191.2% . (HZIAR FIR Y HEHEE ST 54 DSOC
B 28— Rl . Zhang FPES T 44K
MBSDeiT 38T H T 8 BE ZR G, A URT e Ped 1 i o
PR 3 T LK PG A W R ELE B2 AT U U0, 7E A
PRI AR SN AR RTRE DN R S AUC 23
5124 0.971.,0.978~0.999..0.976., H4 MBSDei T i it Hb 1 H]
THE A, HBIAER RIAE] T 92.3%, HAEBEZ W WAk
TAERBAREIME 2 T L. TRk A ARBE L
R NFE 1 22 g0 oy e FEAE X SE 32 . Y wH TR
PRI IELTE e 7 M2 W 9 N T8 BEAR L R 202 1 T DSOC 5]
BT R SRR, B3R E) T8 AT vER % R
LA R R S B, AN AT 0 28 M B REAE R AT IR, X T
o B B~ 12 W S S B VR T o

= N TR RE S RIRE

1[G

B AL AR (endoscopic ultrasonography , EUS ) 7 g
8 B SR o S AR T PEA 012 W B B2 W 2
J5 TR B 72 O E A T, A I [ i A ) SR A
JE TG 87%~100%, W AL T A58 CT* . GuaE ™ BT EUS
FIG, ST T R 2% 2] 5% AR 41 % (deep-learning radiomics,
DLR) BRI JEAT A 5 R 2 1 %0 . %A AUC
0.936, &5 T RER 4> BB, JUH 2L B, 3 o H Al
Bl W10 R IM A2 Wi BE 0 15 G R A 24, B =R A
Kuwahara %% FF & BT 2 2] BORLTE 18 EUS GRS B
T PERR S , T LA A 2AS B 14 fih e A7 S 301 , 12 W g A 1)
AUC, AR i 5 B2 FHE R 5 591 1 0.90,94%  82% FI
91% , f T A A 2 T i feb e g PR3t B A 5 e Y R

A B g Al g R R (endoscopic
ultrasound-guided fine needle aspiration, EUS-FNA ) ali# 75 |4
B2 5] 7 40 £ 28 fil 35 £ R (endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine
needle biopsy, EUS-FNB) H FI# 1A by & 5547 g g 95 12 Wi i)
FRANMERB NN A R J5 i A B T 3k — 204 v I Ao
LW 2 . Zhang 527G [ TR HE 27 ) BRI AT LA
200 B 3L 2 I v ) € AR X R o A 114 s B
JECREA T DR T SR B2 W, 7R R RO AR SRR A o
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AUC 4350127 0.958 F11 0.948~0.976, ZE It 1 4R w5 il nl 4 )
PELRLR AT SR, A AT DS B~ A AR HR o 7 A A 4 i
TR, SRR T R AR S e R —380E, B& T
L FEFERNEEN . 55— DR IR T4 &
i TR R ZE SR L4 A JBE IR EUS-FNB AR AT H X R AR S
=g (pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma, PDAC) 12 W
I A TR B VR R (94.17% )\ R AR (93.02% ) FilEE 5 B
(97.06%)7%, [F#EXFF EUS-FNB #7745, Qin 252 W 3648 T
T RO A A CNN, I LA A B i Ak At ) — 1 B
AR HER R R AUC 1] 150.962 5, {HJ&AT 2L 27 il
57 F T X DA 37 83 3% B P B R IR K SF B B2, Tk IR A T
WER A0 2 TG A, R B 22 T 45 2R

2. SN A P

i IR 2 2 v U-Net 535 Fr 357 49 Attention U-Net 5
Ginl LAXT EUS 1 (IR 42 i 117 7431, Dice AH{EL 58X (Dice
similarity coefficient, DSC) P4 & 3 -t (intersection over
union, ToU) 43514 0.794 F10.741, 5 EUA 19 [F BEJE T U-Net
Y U-Net++HE B JE47 % He (DSC 2R 0.727, ToU 4 0.628) , %
RIFE A HI EUS B L T2 b 69 PR RED . (HIb2R 4R
iR BRI, T B A T — 2B 83 DA R K e

3. [ B e AR

A & s 3 IR & (autoimmune pancreatitis , AIP) 5 5
i B R VRS L S RS W T A B R O B S
B KAy SRS F I L) B e T R IR YT RCR A AR IR IR
W R B

Marya 250V TF A bt BUS EIS B A, % CNN R
SEHEAT ATP [7] PDAC M2 P IR M 48 T E 6 JR IR %) 45 001) o A
TUIZ KT ATP ()R (R 28508 FIVRE 55 2 90% 11 85% , IX. 43 ATP
FIE H AR 4 R ELRE 9 99% , H5- 573 9 98% ; X 43 AIP Fl 18
P B 56 1 SR R 94% , B BE R T1%; X 43 AIP 5
PDAC 1y R AU 90% , 18 5 B h 93% 5 X 43 AIP 55 HoAth i
BRARZS (R PDAC 18 4 198 R 28 R IE 3 JB6 R ) 1) 2% 4805 0
90% , 5 5+ B K 85% . LA AINE T4 A FE (912 Wil il R
FBEAR T NBLEIT . N T i —25 X 43 AIP 5 PDAC ) EUS
PSRRI, 3520 500 v B S v TOUI AR 5 1y A AR ek
1) G P 32 1 ST il VE A T A0 CNN BRI | i 28 IR 7
B TR 4 1] P 2 BT S CNIN R TR f e ELAR SR PR

M AR S5 HEERI

1L.EUS#:/F

TEXT R AT EUS R v, 1E ff 18R 500 2 22 it ) o7 o5
BT S BE 2 BUS RS 0 BUS 1 BE AR P9 B8 22 i AR
KO, B2 IR BEW , T AN AR K 225, 5
B R R K . — RS S BRI T
19 486 W EUS PG X JE Mg o 5 4 28 AT U 2, (A T
2 207 i EUS EHMG BEAR  #HEA T YN 0 Al i o2y
THT (W HEBA 32 94.2% , 4857 FI T DSC K 0.836, Jii &M
FERIBAHESE T 58 —ANFI I BUS EG B AR ) TR 13 2 3T 10
Xof R HEA T30l R A2 R Ay X T EUS Bk ZE AR A 146

o A LR A 2 O AR R T R Rk B T
93.3% , JERMSRAE IR E) T 90.1% , 15 B 43E 7 1 , 12
1 15 48 v 0 i i 5l 77%, A6 A8 5 TP i R UE N
89.48% , 1 5 BE N 82.3% ., 1 W/~ T 4 AL HH B fiE ) ¥
55, 2 EUS P& IMHRAE o A8 b Je i E 8 A FIR )
B, TR EE S R GE AR AN (5 B FE N TR RBRE DN Z T,
BRI R TAERCR ARSI — S0 2 Wi 548 2515 3]
WS BT o (EL P T 24 R TR JC 32 0 kL b AT U A
P AT ARETT K LA SR

2.ERCP [HAEGRE

Kim &5 % 7 —F A TR MBI ERCP AT, FEFA
SRR AT LRSI KON JBAR A AE X Vater A7 18 7 &
AR VAT RS RN A2 AR IR TR0 O T 5 & FOKAH Y
FE TRT BRI ) 1) PRI AR 45 DA rh R B T Mk RE L (AR —
SE PR ], 4 BRI, UERAB 55 i — 2L U itk A 7
I AR IR A K2 I R I

HONBRIZIA A RS

1.ERCP R J5 AR 4 ( post-ERCP pancreatitis, PEP)

PEP J& ERCP f ¥ WA R 304, ok A %5 3.5%~
9.7%. i fa BF Hh, PEP &AL FIKE] T 20%~40%, ST
R 0.79%° BN T RER AR F PEP /9 H0I , REA5+8
G B FARWIBIAIT M, I B AT LI PEP WA HE 5 L0
B 75 1 i, 0D EEAE Y 2 A o Takahashi S50 #5727 —4
BEALARAAE L, K T f KAk AUC ] B f AR 25 B 2B A1,
A0 AN B Z AR T 10 /M HE (A B LIS RS
Ji JEEMRER S BT ORI ) B TR S JC IR S 4
PR B A 22 S BB R L B JIEL A 2 40 109 28 P9 8 75 A A R I3
TR ) AN ASEAL w5 /AR R g I A
2 8 AMFRIE £ 57 Nogistic MHAFALIEA T XT H , Ze0d = H A8 X
ISE , IESCBEHLAR AR (AUC 0.821) iy 1 I i 7 B B AL T
logistic AR (AUC 0.660) . IEAh, BEHLAR PR Y )5 56
HE 238 BT LA 2B 35 4 IG5k 2.9%
10.0% M123.9%) .

2.ERCP AR IR &Ll AiE

HFIRAE T ERCP (B3 IR 4 1M AE & A2 %0 16.2%~
3919 AT AR MRS B ASFE L ONEIL 5 B
G2 e H T FEIET: . Kang 2T % T2 A5
AL 28 2 ) AR, DL BT RR A% W5 I 47 B (monitored
anaesthesia care, MAC) N ERCP ] [a] {5k 480 I 0 Y & A= %
PHAEIR>T4 % EHRTTRHEE25 ke/m® 25 E R BE T 231445
ARG AT G 2T PR FT BF A 530 /N BR B 5 2R <30 mL/(min-
1.73 m?) AEHENL 2 ERCP 38 W AIE : IRIE 25 47 \ERCP Hif [FIX
U T R AL Y 8 A8 it T 57 logistic [l JA 51
R, BREA L SAMFAEA ¥ 57 4 8 A~7A8 b 18 PEAT G (AP RgE Ak
BN ARG 18 M IR R S0 (ERCP i [R1 R 4 45
T FH P A B R R R Y T R L o 4 L L 2 R I AT
B[R B g A ST b R AR AL AR A AR e 4 AUC
0.733 6, f1L T logistic MIJHFIRIPERE(AUC 0.723 0)
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3.ERCP FAKR I 52

PGB AN ERCP 25 HAR B E B R T AL 18 50 12 W
AT B T B (H 20 B LA A A % 7 AR AN R R
AR T, O T REREIEAE & A A A T4 B N TR e
1Y 2¢ 6 3% WU (artificial intelligence-enabled fluoroscopy , AIF)
KGR B el 9 2014 X & L G T
YRUA K 1277 A4 EHR T T I0 3, (57532 22 e 7T LAMER RO &
NEJE D4R X I8, (region of interest, ROL) , i &% /7 ROI 5 F
BIFRIC ROTF- 2 5 403K 95.3%. TEIf PRI, ATF &
Gt T LI 6 5 B R B AR 1 T U/ ROT X 8K, ROT AR
1848 R XI55 /Iy ROTEL AT A 1] 100 8 S5 700, X R 1)
S R T8 WAL G IOLIE M AR 58 073 AR, 37) 4t 1o AR AL 4331
J92 178mGy m*.5 708 mGy m*, HARS S /> 1 59.4%.

N H S R

N T REF R L&~ > A CNN H i 2 91 T4
28 REAE S5 £r BRI IR SO B SRR, N
AE T 38 2o 0 A7 P PR 10K B2 s 02 Wi A9 v 5 T LAHS
B3 JEAR RIS 78 , I R CRAE R s 78 N B
R, N RE R G0 AT LS i 4R AL P 1500 A8 b i A A
B, T B A TR B 1A

N T REAE AH BRI A B2 HH A4 7 P L A PR kg, I
HEA @2 Wi R AR 8eR s . o, AL
RERARG HE— 20 K i , 48 T it Ak BEAE 3 A REAL KR, O
K A REL B35 P2 W b O B 2 T H. B R U S R | B o
Bt T AU SR RS . R BRI RN BT AR, AT
B REH AR W T IO AR TR 5 R T
ARH)ZE VRN R . SR H HTA TR BEB AR TR AR e N B2
IR ATIIRTH I FEAS TR R N R EAT AN SIE AN
TSP 3 LA B A ) A2 IR A5 DR M 5 R A, ok 28 [ R 2
TEA e BIRITSE R B AL AR B e o
FlEMsE A IEE R AAETER A e
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