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IEFV), PRHATHTHNFEI SICRENRKEVAEZENMUL T step-up approach D
INTVD. thTh, BERRKRE N RV —IVERBRENRIOEY S —(CLBELENaESE
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2012 4F O YET Atlanta 5% C, WER B O R/
BORE TR R ], BRGSO A I LD
SEEINTVW2Y. MEMFEMEES (interstitial
edematous pancreatitis) 12& b 7% 9 AR 55D
HH ORERL S N B WAREF R L, FEE 4 AR O 1)
WMo b o 2R A (acute  peripan-
creatic fluid collection ; APFC), ZN2SFHE 4
VLR LB b L7 b o AR (pan-
creatic pseudocyst ; PPC) & EFHE N, HIIEM:
20 JS (necrotizing pancreatitis) (2& 729
R HE E oM, TSR 4 ARG O W
Db OIFAMESENIFH (acute necrotic collec-
tion ; ANC), BEFEWE O HIRAL A5 AW @b &
NEEHIBEL LB LD 0IZ s biEg
(walled-off necrosis ;: WON) & EFHKEIN T3S,
EOHRT, BYgxE Lb R o>72ANCH %\ i
WON (e 8858 (infected pancreatic necro-
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sis) EIPRRE NS, BEJR AT A BHEE O W HE# G 12
ML CWEZa Yy yHRAE 0w, HEKRK%
WON TREOHMEEZEZHFLTVWTH FL
F=IFTOLELRVER b H Y, Yl SIERNE
Db DERIBHBIL L F 2, MAEGE TR BT
e %25 (Figurel). Lo L, EHEETDH -
THHETLZHLYER Y, L LAWKERZ SO
13, REEBIS ORGP AN & 729
WD 5720, EELGIHEL IS 55
WHEPEA DR SN Y. ARTIE, g
%t (ANC/WON) % Huls & L 72 A & PR e
xS B BTG IC D W TR T 5.
| Step-up approach
P b CTWfE T A7 022 b I =13,

EHREVP L B VHFTOREERDSHVFITH
D, VA7 DE. 5 TSR 55%, K
i 14% & Eh, L D IRRECTHR) 2 BHREDS
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Figure 1. #EBE WON o BRI B /o b 0 SR SERE 4 B 0@ CT (B

Wrig). b SREESRIEIE 4 B R 0O ER
WO CT (B, AT« Sk

F=IUPLRHMHLT, LEIS U TREZEORHW
EHEEBIML T L stepup  approach @ A
B3 N7z 20104112+ T v 95, KRN
LSWHEEN FLF— Y27 SRR EIN T
THRBEBREY 7o —FIC L aRBEEA 7O 2 b
I—%BMMY 5 L) step-up approach & BJIE
Az uat s bI—%MEL 72 WAEL R ER
(RCT) 75 & M, step-up approach D J7s
BRECHHAZBETH L L VIR RETH - 2",
ZDBROWIERERIT LD, BRGNERIIE 0T 5
TBHREIE O —RIR & L CTIREEE % step-up  ap-
proach 282 vt VXA %1500 5V%,

Z @ step-up approach i&, 2 DDOHFEIZKE
N5, 121, HEEENBET FLF—3 (EUS-
guided transluminal drainage : EUS-TD) &, %
My &k NBEE A 2 0+ 2 + 3 — (endo-
scopic necrosectomy ; EN) 12 & 24 L4 1G#
ZFEfh e L 7-PIHEEN step-up approach T3 4.
912, BEMFLF—VE, ZhICH]I &%
< MEMESEATBY M EESE B BR 2% (video-assisted retrop-

CT GERWrig). AT : SEBEESRIEE 14 8
S 14 B O CT GEIREMG).

eritoneal debridement ; VARD) # Fdili& L 724}
B step-up approach THA. KA 25 2012
AEIZH G S N7z 2 DD step-up  approach % IR
L7z RCT OFERTIE, BIEERMBEIIER L
NS CTHERICA R, AREETRDEVY
DOFmHR S RIF 2R (10% vs. 40%) THh-o
720 EAEMESNARCT TH, AR ICHE
2RO DS, NAHEERED ) A3 EEE 72 B S8 e
FEHERIPD v, FRICHIRTER RS A
Belif b v LTSN Tn 2, KB 2tk
BERZHENA KT 4 2021 T3H D RCT I &
LAY HITbNTBY, ek HEIXNBLEER
THEIHEL, BRAEL LR RITHFEE
T TEFRD WD OOPHRETHE T W EI AT
BDOENTWVEY, 29 LRI, &tk
TR IE O 1 I 1 & N BLEEIY step-up  approach
MERE o TETWED, BEITHANED S
Ja e R A A i 72 EREHALE IS 7 71 — T 5
L WG IZ ARG step-up  approach 254 H 7
YEbdb 1 O0HEBET 7Tu—FI2E bbhy,
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JEBNZIG U el 72 J7iE % @ INT 5 2 LT
H5.

N 12>4—
5
BHRELL LI VI =RV Y a VIBHEEAD
yAIVT7ELT, BEAIA T3 ANC DB
BE (FSHE 4 BAKG) CTHBETFAZ7ovs FI—%
119 2L 3EMEREHERNPAZITHVE V)
HiEN S, 4HDEEORP AL S 7z WON D RE
12479 SR I N TE /2. van  Santvoort
5AT o 72Hi 10 & REETIE, ARHYBEEEE A T T
DOHEARVIZIE, AHED Y A7 B3R - 72
(0~14 H 72%, 15~29 H 57%, 30 H LK 39%)™.
LVJ‘L SEEDA V7 —RV g ViBEITRRO

IWREBE N L F— Y % %4T &8 5 step-up
approach BEFRTH D, Hflyepm B AL
TWALDIRAE R 5. PURIEIC X B AN
WET->TWAE ) HIZ, EHcE b7 ARDS,
DICRFERNRIME &0 L, S REIE/T
% & ZDHDOIGHEITHERT R DT 5. %
JEDOW MR ERNED EFHITE D R EE OB
NOEHEH RN HRCRBICEW TS L N
L= VT LT H &G0 BN HEN
B0 SR, A v F =Ry Y g vEEEEA (KB
BWRENLF—VDAR) DF A3V TITDOWTHIE 4
ARG & 4 HULRE O TR & L L 72058 b
HENTVED. 4L$ﬁ($ﬁkﬁfﬁf%#’
<&Z>f~_&bzﬁun+ TEWEINCH %A, ALEIC
LRI HRERIAEELTRDOTELT, 4L$
ﬁ@@FV% /ﬁl MRTEL L THT
BAEEDHGE ST WA WG ETHIRAL A
AL ENTOVIUE, BBIC4BEROFETE
L — V%00 %, BHEADY 4 IV
TEBELNWIEDLEETH 5.

N BEEAREFTNLF—2 (EUS-TD)

1975 4RI AR AR EE T DB R 22 AT A3 ) & T
M IN?. FOH%EUSHEY L, 1992 412
Grimm 5 234 & T EUS-TD % #ii5 L 2. EUS
T ORI S FCERRER 2 BIRTE, el
BeBIsl e TELID, LVEEICHEN%E
TIHITENMRETH A, FEBEIZ, 220ORCT O

A BEEEADEAIY
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MR TEUSTD O W EHENHE T FLF—T
L0 D FEEIERAE , IR ERIIE N &
DFERPME SN TVBEYD, EHNHET FL
%—?ﬁf@ﬁ%&ﬁﬂﬁ“ﬁ’l%%t%%%
HENRTWS., T, L%E@ b hw
EUSTD IR L, ?E% ZlEEA
T E R VIREIIH T A FEL I EITH 95%,
Eﬁ%rﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ‘biff@ 90%, BIEREZE 0~9% & I
WCHHCRERBIRETH L LM s T
WBEM R LT, EUS ISR 2 220
L TARITAXY—%2EOICHET SH. §l&fiix,
BED LLWRIEREREDF A L —% — & 4~6mm
DOPFRH SV — v 2 W CTHELZ RS 5. 20
%, 1K SHEBAD 7TFr M ¥ v 75 4 VI
TAFYIAT Y PERBFNLF—VFa—T%
HET2HNIME RN L F— U033 L % 5™ (Fig-
ure 2). WON IZx}3 % EUS-TD O H#ED £
W SN TWDA, WON IZPIERICEEIEHLAE % &
COFNLF—IRT0enesbl b4 <, BR
ZZR)FRIT 40~50% PRI L | SN Tn 52,
IV ARENRX 707 b3I— (EN)
WM E % < &t WON IZxF L CTid, EUS-
TD BMTIE F L — VAR & % ) &Gl 5812 i
ET DL ENLn. FZTHESNIZON KL
F—= VI L o THERESNEIL O NEHEZ A
LCREGe L 7Bk 2 B AT 2 ENTH D,
2000 412 Seifert 512 & ) Wb THIE S 722,
Gardner 5%, WON 233 % EUS-TD Mok
FERDIHIL 45% THo72A%, ENZENT 5 &
THBEEEAT8% T CUHFE LA L 2HMEL T
WaY 20k, ZOTHIIE O b il
ENB LRy, F4v, KE, HEAOZLE
NOL WL B TIL, BIREREIL 75~
91%, MHFSIETFE A #IL 26~33%, a1 5.8~
11% LM s T 5% EUS-TD HM & b
bRIFZBEHEETHY, ETAZ7217
S XVEEROECIEEETH S T LIRS
No. AIFIZBTDHEH (JENIPaN study) ' i1&
16 Jiti#% 57 1 D &G WON 2kt L CTRRIRZE#h 3R
75% (AR YLl 21 H), FRRESEE 33%,
HFE 1% Thorsz. FHICEHL T, EHN
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Figure 2. #@FEMMHET FLF—Y (WIMERLF—) A, BHEENBEES 4 P T TREMIC WON
ZHEH L7 B, WY v VY FANMT G AF v 7 A7V PERBFLF—VF2a—72BELT, W
WERLF—T%f o7,

BMEErImAL, BILH IO A ¥ ALY —%
WON WIS 5. KIZ, 18~20mm DYLHEN
V= THILZIRLT, wo<K ) ENHEEZ
WON WIZHiAT 5. W& EFAIRKT X 3%
WL, AAT7R#1%2 v CEggE Lo
WY BWTWL, FLF—=YIlHBd 250K
HEEA Y VAT ¥ FEMEH L72E, 7Nv— U3k
ETr2enlF0T AT v PAEDS WON
WICHBSEZ AT 52 EAWRETH S, NS
ODHMLANPEFEIZELHTHY, 270ty b
I—ERILITIZENTES. 01~03% D
RSP LR K% HAi 35 2 LT, HAEHLRE
AHBEME» SHANR TR A7 X7 b
IRV END L OHE L DH BT, MEEE
RELITER L DS R, WIFHIREAE
RTENEZOHIIE TS TH A, 1 MOFHR
BdAEA 1 RERIAN 2 H2212, 38 2 MO 7
9. FEEC PRI UG ASE HAE W T E BT EN
FRET LT, mMERE R EOMFBRERAY A
7 %Mz 572 0RE BB ORFICZ Db S
DRV, —HMICRLF—YEr 0t b
I =279 & AR SR L v & oHs
bH DY, L, REELCHBEY X7 % EE
ToE, FFTRERFLF—VDARET, ZOHD

Wi PR R 2 5 L C EN OIS 2 FIWF 3 % step-
up approach ® i3k wE# z 5. EUS-TD
THELLZRRNLF—=VFa—T7 00 AMAR
K (AL/H) OFmi#EmR%EITH> T & T, ENFT
THOTIHEETEEMIZ VE V)LD H
5%,

EN Tix b IO S WSSE NI TH 5. &
FBD JENIPaN study DFER T, HWIIENZ <
BT 2 3 O TH o 7z, FRICEIIRE AR
BEBIEM R RBREE 2 V1357290, FLF—T%
TIHHI, SOITHERETSEE, & CT OF
fiiz s XETH5H. BRELEAOSGAHIL, &5
REPRELTVWTRFLF—=VIfFCH L) TH
L, IVRIC X % 3 4 VRN % v 7 BRI
BB B L2 L W @ g 2 gg 4 L7z
ML LTI B R L B AT 2 A2 L C SR Ik
MZERADL. ISV — BRI R LT
V= VBRI A VAT v MEEICL D
JEsEIkI, A7 ut s b I—oMmEHREICHL
T 27V v ¥ 7k, APC B Ik i R %t [ BE
RIS GE A TH L. LirL, 47—l
ICSEA L=l L, BRIBEAS R LTl
MEzROF5ZEFITEACHEETHY, IVR
WX BIkME%T 5. 207D, IVRO/NNy 7



20224 8 A

725

Figure 3. HAKIIZEA Y IVAT ¥ b2 072NESHY step-up approach A, —KEIZ 5~ 5731 2
TdH 5 HOT-AXIOS™ ¥ 27 A % VT WON 123 2 BEBENBET FLF—T %47-72. B, &
Yha—VEATSTHY, MELLAT Y FHEE»S WON WIZHBEEZIFA L THREN A7 ax s
FI—% T 7.

7 THREID 5B S TV B ik T b bR
EFHTHH. F 22555 b BOEWN = BIEHAE &
HRDIELD, ERIZIELT COZzHW5. CO,
ZHOWTOBREORLITERERORK L b &
D, INTIEHEDPCOERDIBI VLD
BEWCTHEHY. BREHRETBI I AVWEHIC, MK
BLCTIMTHRETEN 234 L3 D5t
MAEBREL TV ZEPREETH LA, AT
L3O BILEREHREZBILTWEI LD
%. EN IR % 5 ) ZHGEOF R RIEOH
% W HER T A LENDH 5.

V XKOFXAZILZAT2 MRV EARESR

53

€k, EUS-TD THRET AL AT ¥ MW v
FIFANMT S AF v 7 257V bO 1R EWLIZ
BHARR BRI TH o7z, HE, FLF—7
REAE L, WIDT v h—I12% - TH Y EAM
WP B3 % Sz EUSTD BH 0 7 v 3 — Rl
A Z)WAT v b (biflanged metal stent ; BFMS)
BRI SN, BREH S Twb (Figure 3).
—HRFETIUTNBE O LA N T, zh=
I ENZIF) I ENTESL., BIFAHE TR
Ot7 bI—2RRELAT) 2EHTE, Div

WLE TR DS R CTH 5 720, HFSE DR
WHESTAWREDH L. ROICHTES N
BFMS 1%, 2011 412 Binmoeller 512 & - THF
N7z AXIOS stent (Xlumena ft, BFEiE Boston
Scientific #) T& *, 2012 412 Ttoi H 12 & -
THF T THERIGH 2 S S 2. BIER
T Y= ORIRR TN =Y AT LA DFER
VL O OMBEAAFAET . K& <13 flared
metal stent (Nagi stent, Taewoong #kL)" &
LAMS [lumen-apposing metal stent (AXIOS
stent, Boston Scientific #1:%> SPAXUS stent, Tae-
woong 1) J*¥IZ T b NS, JE, ZOWEY A 7
OFEZ M A 72 AT > b (Plumber stent,

MI Tech#k) dBRIFEESN, T HMEINEES
NTwaHY. E512, g2l - @EIC X B - X
T v MEE R RRFICAT) S EDTE LKA T
v M FNAL A (HOT-AXIOS™ ¥ 2 5 4, Boston
Scientific #t, % &) HHFEITH#EATE Y, Th
5DTNA 2 iU EHEZ STy
YA RCTHLAT Y MBI TH LY. LI
BIOWESTIE, AT~ MR E I 98~100%,

iR ZEa % (PPC 84~100%, WON 78~90%) &
BIFR RS G SN TwaY, AITid, 2017
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Table 1. BERIFEIHEICH T LMY v FFANMT G AFv 7 ZAF ¥ P EBHKLERA Y VAT Vb OHLERE

. - S B EL g 2~ FEHIE BIRERE - H 1 B 5
< iz % gt s
#HORIE (ppys v Dps)  TRTTAY T o PRIEECO gk ()
Mukai % 2015 43 vs. 27 LR 100 vs. 100 97.7 vs. 92.6 7 vs. 185 0wvs. 11.1
ak— Mg
Ang % 2016 12 vs. 37 %5 [ﬂg 100 vs. 100 100 vs. 94.6 0vs. 135 0vs. 54
IR — Mg
Bapaye® 2017 72 vs. 61 HhAHIn & 100 vs. 100 944 vs. 737 56 vs. 36.1 2.8 vs. 82
a7k — MiFZE
Siddiqui % 2017 86 vs. 106 LR 97.7 vs. 99 90 vs. 81 16.3 vs. 37.7 70 vs. 1.9
Ik — Mg
Bang % 2017 20 vs. 40 PR 100 vs. 100 95 vs. 92.5 20 vs. 15 0vs. 0
IR — Mg
Ge 2017 12 vs. 40 HAHIn & 100 vs. 100 100 vs. 100 N/A N/A
a7k — MiFZE
Lang 6V 2018 19 vs. 84 H A& 100 vs. 98.8 94 vs. 96 21 vs. 24 211 vs. 1.2
Ik — Mg
Brimhall @ 2018 97 vs. 152 PR 928 vs. 90.1  91.8 vs.90.1 247 vs. 178 155 vs. 3.3
IR — Mg
Bang 63 2019 31 vs. 29 R 100 vs. 100 96.6 vs. 935 41.9 vs. 20.7 9.7 vs. 0
lid &Ny
Shin 6 2019 10 vs. 17 H A& 100 vs. 94.1 100 vs. 88.2 20 vs. 235 0vs. 118
a7k — MiFZE
Wang 2019 70 vs. 62 PR 943 vs. 935 892 vs. 846 286 vs. 45.2 5.7 vs. 6.5
Ik — MF%E

BFMS : biflanged metal stent ; D-PS : double pigtail plastic stent ; N/A : not available.

410 H I WON % & €0 I J] PH AR Bt 58 0 28 12t
$ % HOT-AXIOS™ ¥ Z 7 & % v 72 EUS-TD
MRBKR S Nz, RaemizEE L, 20T
bHTWB FI 4T E FERAGEARESEY = v

METFTNEHCIER ST ZH L HEMEO AN
ERCTHRIfTWRETH S, AXIOSIZAT v M E
Mlem OARPDAT ¥ MERT 2 AR—A %%
T hHcH, HEEFIIGEICEALTEBY, 6cm
VD EoR% AT B ERYE PPC 7212 70% Y bEo
AR 55 % 788 % FEBEVE WON 25 X o i Jis o 28
LENTWAS, LaL, icMiulrot s ot
7 NI =D, WKL S T { BESEALRR
HENZ W WON IS COKROERXZ VA
T PORERENPEINDEY T ZFD XD RAE
W L CHREBICAT Y VBT 572007 7=
7 HWEENTVEY,

IR BT 6 BHIE % 8 Eo IS J PRARAR B R IR 228 LSR8
HAREOFEAZI VAT Y DMWY v 774 VT
FTAF v 7 ATV M AT RRHEHACE B ORIR
BB & R L 7207878, S8 s v

599 (Table1). AFRDOLEVEMRBIETA K5
472021 THAIMNE 25— MFZE 10 IS X 5 X
FIENT DT LN TEB Y, LAMS O )i DSE# IS
B4 5 K& % WON OERIFZ L &EhTw
722 b b, BRIRERFRIE LAMS # o)
DR L OFEHD S, BINALE 25T 2 W EEF2
W LAMS #2452 LR EER TV B2,
LAMSORED 12+ LT, BETFNAATH
L5ZLICEBIXMOMENRDSL. L L, K
OO AR NG OMGETIX, SEFOKTD
BHRIA MIAREIROONT, 270k s b
I =7 E OB E AL EE 2 HEE IR LT Rh
RBICHEHBREEDLIENTEX L7720, T AN
THL LAEN TV S WTREMEATVRIE S L2 5128
WEINTHEY, L CEREPEITTE D7
9, HEREICB T 2 2RO MFAE S LAMS #
DFFHBV 7 EIICH 525, LAMSHERIZE B
AT v NEEEBEDBEIN TV 7,
PENIRED © o Wil R AR BRI 2L 7 & o M il A8
FIEDSR R L WEHIAH V), FEEEET 207,
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Mg—a RCT TI&, 30 #1192 LREBIEIZP v D
DO, FERIRZER I F 7203 LAMS BED 75 25
MOBIEIED L 2o 722 W) FERIHE S T»
5% KIOFETER R FLF—=IU2Hob720
SRR o N X721, Bl 2T~ b
USRI D PERIRELZ M 72 B 2 41T X B BRI
PERTE V2L SN TS, SHITEY
MEETHZETAT ¥ MHTHALERKICH D
52 EI2XY, ATV POKREICHETHEAT v
MRBIEMERE (buried stent syndrome) 1) 2
7 HWHEENTVWAEYY, RCT 250X 5%5%
SEFOMEIDSLEETH 5705, A7 v b BEEFSE
ZIO T2 DITHHM T RTN (2~4 B REE)
WCLAMS 23HETHZENEFT L EEZEZ LN
TWwh. LAMS E Wi ¥y 75 A VKT S5 2 F v
ATV NOFImEREERMFEL, EFCIG LT
NG T DRI VEEZ S,

VI BEEFEREEET IEFANDOIDE
WON (ZHEMOEL BT HEH D B 5 P,
SERCTHMZEEYET L2 L3400, R
MIIZE 2 OIEZREZ A LTV 575, ZOHEN
MCGE, BEEMOEREICHLTCNL =L
A0k 7 FI—%4ToTH, HEELZBEREAD
FLF—=UARRE L) EREOHIENH%T L. £

DX %% EM WON 2K 5L LT,
Varadarajulu 5 38 £ o B & © 3551 20 5 EUS-
TD &A1\, BEIZIS U TEOHEB O 5 EN
%479 multiple transluminal gateway technique
EHELTWDEY. AHLEEMEH) LT, FAEE
LF—VFa—Tr kiRt Emos2 L
MNTE, 270t s bI—2ELBEIMLERZED
B DD %), BIFRERIEAVRE N TW
b. —hT, EIEHEANEPTER R B e S
P OBENTZGATICAAE L, BB WICEE L
F = VRS A L, FREA D SEIEE L O
ZEEHRY, TOLEEBLTCHHY Y 774V
BTIG2AFy 7 AT PHLRBHEREFLVF =T
Fa—TREELTRLF =V 2T HETH D
single transluminal gateway transcystic multiple
drainages EH TH 57, b0 FEZHW»
5 Z&T, WHISERER RO IGHRBGRET R AT
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TE&, 55O TIE 93% D&Y WON 78
FHLE R TR ETH - 727 L L,
%D WON OF X CTORFFHEICH LT RL
F—I BT HbIITIERL, AREINI WY
i, EWEO R U — VAEIFTH VLRI
WWHBLTL 5. EH S OB TIE, 65mm’ L
Lo E B b5cm K) & FLF— I hhE
LRSS, MBI RLF—T %
EZRITRETDH 5.
VIl BRE7 70—FDiakE

R LT —VIMRRETHD LR TETH S
A3, IR X ORI L & o RER B E O
ADLZ KT X85 VaZzT XYy b23H D,
AT —RIUC L 2l H 5™, LarL,
BIEERE D & i OB F TIL A 5 E K% WON
DIEBNIF L CRIAEHEEZ 5. RHALEIICHE
JEAPED S Ol 2l > TN B RIEE T
FFALTEN #2179 Z L3 EL, MIIEY
A7 bR A, FHALE N NBETEHE I EET
52, RENTREE I G0 2 8 % B
##: (hybrid approach) 12& 0, ®IE X B
EFEAGTAHAIE TR BEY DI —EETALER
Brpl s, BBEBEOKE)V A2 TIFAZ L
AIFE S BT 117 ) 0 1 i PR LS 955 S A3 A%
% WON IZxf LC, ZoftfFEE RV
52 LT, MIRZER)E88% & A2 G A A°
Boh, BEMFLF—VF 2 —TI3EmRIcE
BICHEL T, HEMEEEZ RN T2 b %
Mol HEINTWDE™, S5, FEBEIZELW
RS LT, BRIV — MISKRIER ¥ VAT
YIMEREL, TONEIONBEEEZIFALT
EN %2179, #EMZNRENA 7027 P I—
(percutaneous endoscopic necrosectomy ; PEN)
OFBELFFEENTRLP Y, BRRICAT Y b
BRFADEFEIIEEEND D5, FKAIRE I
A2 1T AUE T CICRZEAEE A LT o BifLIE
Mg s, PROFEOEHROADHETDH D,
REVE, FREE LIS 5% 2HEPLETIED
Zh%, ERIRERIE D A CRLEASTTRE T, @ OFRFRE
BIRLE & RARICAT S S L3 T&, MR BRI
Thb. HHFICHRT 5 53810 WON 12K LT,
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PEN Z w2 2 & T792% DEF 2 HHT 5 2
EWTIRETH 72 HESI N TN EY.
Vil 4z o0+7 b I—

WHLBEIC & 2 R AL G 9 2 R B2 G 4 C i
T HERCH LT, AR A s ok b
I-ERHTRETHL. HFHA 70 s b
I—, BEToOAZEE2 NI —& VARD %
EOBRBEE 7 7u—F1ck A 470t s bI—IC
KlEhs, #EDIFR— MIFgEERH WX 5 iR
MRk Tid, Bmss, BFERE b ICHRBE T
TU—FOHPABIEERESNTEY, 7
A RFIA Y THRBEBEA 7 227 b I — %8RS
BT ENRESIN TN DI,

IX FHEWSERH (DPDS)

JAFIPREEAEIC & b 7o PR L OV TR e
B L, MWLM OREE G E S, B
JOE - Wl & B\ IR IEBE A~ O IR 25 B 1T
TAHREB S B D, T ORI T B ke e
(disconnected pancreatic duct syndrome :
DPDS) &LIFFRENTHEH, WON @ 16~23% F£
FECPERE T % L bt Tw 9% B E O I E
REROFER, &7 I 7 —BIIEDEIE, FLF—
VFa—TOEKRFRHEICE D %) HFEDON
T L5, BMIIIEHILEREC R o
b7 & OFEREREISE 2% )12 9. Bang 513, EUS-
TD OB EWRAF 0¥l 2 17V, B F RS %
BHANZ B > T &, WON OFERfE N I RS A
AVRAATHER %L % BT RAED 6 iuFiziE
100% TDPDS # &L CTwa LIl TE, FL
F =TV HEOBIRLIHERED AT v MEEOWE
WCERTH A EHMELTW5", DPDS O#lis
L OEHE L LC, ERCP IC & % AR5 2 17
WV, RO BMEE L RBARE 2 BEL TS X
IIEAT ¥ b 2B B REFLERR A 72
%, EAICERESPER L T2 58 I WEEZE
BHL v, FAOMETIEAT v MEERDEIL
92% L EWVAS, TEAEMATIZ20% LHEINT
W BY. REFLEH Y TG S IR HE 2 R B L6 B AR
B LT, BEENHSETREEN R L -
(EUS-PD) AR EH T & % R B ) Bl %
W Z2 ) 2 W 54k 70 & D WREE TR A LT W

AR LER A SRS B119% 8%

5800
b

ARTIE, SERERERITEHHE N3 5 N
$ilY step-up  approach ZHuly& L7z 4 ~
=Ny yg VIHBRIIOWTHS L. S0
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