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[Abstract]

years, with the continuous innovation of endoscopic technology and accessories, important breakthroughs have been made

Endoscopic ultrasound (EUS) has been greatly developed in the diagnosis of digestive diseases. In recent

in endoscopic ultrasound-guided interventional therapy, especially in the treatment of refractory biliary and pancreatic
diseases. Based on the latest literatures and work experience, in this paper, we reviewed the latest progress of EUS interven-
tional treatment for biliary and pancreatic diseases, including EUS- guided bile duct drainage, EUS-guided gallbladder

drainage, EUS-guided pancreatic duct drainage, EUS guided-pancreatic pseudocyst drainage, and EUS guided pancreatic

tumor treatment.
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FRE 254, N BRI AT RIS 1 52 R (endoscopic retro-
grade cholangio-pancreatography, ERCP)% 5 W F
JELEAE A NEEAERE |18 1 FBR i 5 S5 B DR 4 ol
BIAST . A4 ERCP 1 T AR BN A W de &, (EATS
AT AT 5% F I 191 T8 W5k T A 2R UL, A7 JEL g A A
TR Bl AE AR AR fE N R . 20 42 90 4R 4K
W], 28 B4 # A N 8% (endoscopic ultrasound, EUS)f &
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1.1 EETHEAR

EUS 515 N JH4 51 i AR (EUS - guided biliary
drainage, EUS-BD)/E i ERCP W5 ARG E
Bz e N Y, EUS-BD 5 48 R I 28 i I E
5] i R (percutaneous transhepatic cholangial drain-
age, PTCD) A Lt , 552y 2% AH BN B8 B iy A R Sy &
AR, HATEUS-BD E2 A E W&
K (hepatico-gastrostomy, HGS) JH R4 + 48 15 1Y)
4 K (choledochoduodenostomy, CDS) . % Bl X 4% 4
A (rendezvous procedure, RV) |17 37 48 & A K
(anterograde stent, AS) Fl1Z fF AT HUA AR (transhe-
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patic antegrade stone removal, TASR )% .
1.1.1 EUS-HGS

EUS-HGS ZHU1E 5L T HF + 48 sk 78 K i
PR 5 | ke N JE I B0 3k A8 I 2Lk B XTI
TR BHAEA T 4 B IR 5 1R YT, A B IR AT R
P T2 S A O e 01 7 308 A FIEL AR I ST 3 A At ke IR
WS . 2R HRE EUS-HGS B A #RAE 2
K 96.6%, I R RN 91.3%, AR FMEAER
15%~20% , & UL 0 I K RE AL 46 S8 I T e
AN SZ 2RI REREATY , JH 8 2 B Al B Sk S AR A
B A 4 8 22 (self - expandable metallic
stent, SEMS) . % JIEf SEMS A Bl T 9 /b ™ 5 (1~ B
FE, HOy (B T, aniE i 4 B SEMS £ T
B s, o R 3 i A B,
T AR MG R AN A B 2 S AR e ARG, X
JF IR S5 A7 IR S5 TR
1.1.2 EUS-CDS

EUS-CDS i& F F 32t ERCP 2% W L K ¥E A+
TG T IS R s 3 i R AR LG 5 VAT o A
X EUS-HGS, EUS-CDS i Fi 87 ) 32 , PR H 28 i % a4
PR HAE AR E25 5, Ml RACRARL . FiriRw
W], EUS-CDS 5 EUS-HGS #£ A % 5 2 Fl il
B R BEAT , EUS-CDS £ AR B3 8 95.0%, Ifi R
W% 93.1% , {55 EUS-HGS A I , EUS-CDS T A
BF DA e, AN R R A 32 (12.2% ) AR, SEMS
7 CDS F- AR Jr 2 v R4 AT JRAS 34 1Y) < 2830 ey st
()7 33 AR T A (18 107 ) 0 2 30 80 SR 5 45 1 5 A
oK, 2 R I 5 20 ORI R F R
1.1.3 EUS-RV

Iy 85 AT 2158 7L 3k A7 B H ERCP R M i 26 ik
i, EUS-RV H CDS M HGS H i . ZEfil Al L&
2 |7 ol 2 i 1, /10 3 A /A1 = G i O 1.7
R BB R A T IR AE 28 o) B Dl 2 85 v, B TR, —
LEREI TR 1B EUS-RV BRI 2 Ky 84.4% , 3 %
i R AN 15.6%, W EUS-RV 4256 4= 5 i, 2
WAEAT PTCD Z i 22 EUS-RV®, 44K | BEH H AR
AT R, EUS-RV B4R 135 K M Sl ol 6 45
.
1.1.4 EUS-AS

2010 4 , Nguyen-Tang 25" 1 X421 EUS-AS,
EUS-AS 3% FH T 51 285 46 25038 B9 AN AT 1) [z v
PERRTERERH IR , H2 A K RS 1% 0] 35 95% LU I,
AR FEM R AR 11.4%~20%""Y, EUS-AS £
FETEFRAE , BV S A0k 8 R M, IR AT A T HGS B CDS 5¢
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BCN 5 1, T 48 B2 3 A% R U U] LR B B4 A
M ARG T . 540, EUS-HGS 5 EUS-AS Bk
AL K BE B R T RE R R O RS R A R
IR B T A5 A5 T 11 BH 2E S 20 2R AR
1.1.5 EUS-TASR

EUS-TASR 258l T EUS-AS £ AR, I T 4k
EHEFETARGHESS AN JEdiE , EUS-TASR
(2K K 60%~100% , AN K F A KA H<17%,
B 25 FH S PR TAR I TF R, X — 3 R A e AT
S 2E /N 5 ERCP. 53 — i B LA B2 Ry EUS
5| 4 FH ERCP(EUS-directed transgastric ERCP,
EDGE) , i& F T 1638 Roux-en-Y A J5 I IHAS 45 47
Jog A, A OBURE [ 5E 48 J& S 2R (lumen-apposing
metal stent, LAMS ) 75 & F1 iy 1 #2 2 (0] 2 37 38 5
17 ERCP. EDGE YT IBE S5 A, T /Mg
5% ERCP [ i T 2 6 3™, D5y 15 M () At o7 3 3 )5
17 ERCP4%4E 5% M ERCPAHM . [HRVEE B Wil
[ P P 11 S PR ) A, S R A B 1) T A3 8 2 3
TR Y[
1.2 HES[HAR

EUS 5|3 T IH#E5] i R (endoscopic ultrasound
guided gallbladder drainage, EUS-GBD ) i i # 52 |
WESEE TR . S %k &I S AR
(percutaneous transhepatic gallbladder drainage, PTGBD )
FH LG , EUS-GBD $ A B El 8 Fliln PR AR, 43
5l i EUS-GBD 96.5% Lt PTGBD 98.6% (P=0.05) ,
EUS-GBD 93.5% Lt PTGBD 91.9% (P=0.38)"*!, Hi AN
AR, BT WREAR, a0, T
U EL B I R B LAMS W] 45 5 28 4k, i/ i 9%
REKMPABE". 7540, EUS-GBD b I 2 42 vy
(38 IE R e T PR IRECA B 48 T T RE, LR TR
LAMS [al - DAJS . N FH LAMS #5738 38 )5 , 56% 1Y
g N4 ] A AT L SR HERR  HE— 2 N B ECA
J5i , 5 88% HdR N 5E T IR 45 A, FIk, EUS-
GBD AJ LLYE A PTGBD A 8 B AR 07 8, K ok vl B
AN YN N Ao peaio)iliE

2 FERRBREEHHIR A

21 BRESIHRA

2002 4, Bataille 551 Y fifi if EUS 5] 51
B AR (EUS-guided pancreatic duct drainage , EUS-
PD) . B X HAE EE I R TT R IR, EUS-
PD F 255 T ERCP R s REAT ERCP (AT 1k
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TESE RO ) I B BRI N o JRAE A BEL Ay 1R 458
Z AUFEIS PR AR A S R A A sk
7 R B LR G AESE . o AR R M 5 2
(18 g 7 A BEL TS R A8 5 L I 3 B8 L o Tyberg 5525
80 f5i] ERCP 2 W iy A\ S5t EUS-PD, o rf A7 6 5]
(8% ) ENEIBAE IAS . EUS-PD fEE PRI A [FE L,
R EUS % By XF 422 4 52390 17 4 125 5% (EUS-rendez-
vous endoscopic retrograde pancreatography, EUS-RV -
ERP) il EUS % BE 5| 3t (EUS - transmural drainage,
EUS-TMD)., EUS-RV-ERP &7 F 2 Hl 41 ik A 4
Je B T 22 AT 2 2L 7Sk, AR5 X EEAT ERP R A
Sl . EUS-TMD 248 51 s 8 s 4L im ot B BE sl
BE B 3R F B S RE S |, (45 28 BERY EUS
[ 8 )& AR (EUS-pancreaticogastrostomy, EUS-PGS)
M2+ 48 W W EUS R+ — 48 I W) & R (EUS-
pancreaticoduodenostomy, EUS-PDS).

EUS-PDIGYT A RUNE 52 2k R AT, 3 —
5250 AT R, EUS-PD MIHE AR L %60 81.4%, I
IR 2 2R 0 84.6% , AN B3 1Y IR & A R R
213%™, N R FAALHEEIE (15.9%) 2 VE R &
(5%) ZEL(3.1%) il (2.3%) 521, X P F
AR B 517 7 2, Nakai 2829 85 12 5 BF 5% o 1
EUS-RV 5 11 Wit 58 i EUS-TMD , # A 5518 53
514 55.6% F193.8% , EUS-RV W3R B B4,
BN Ry 2 BRI, R gl Ak A0 3
Dalal %15 A0 I 9 2518 , TA A EUS-RV H EUS-
TMD A0 H 75 (52.3% H.40.9% ) , A K244
XD . IWEEAR BB R IR 30 K, X TIE R
i S G5 AR S L, EUS-RV B4 & 1 26 /0 PD &6,
ok HE A5 A il AR B, R R /b, EUS-
TMD 275 HBE/E ) EUS-RV AN RN 5 B R AN I %,
T 2 Tl KA I F RO B E

EUS-PD H Hij /5 /& — 5k HL Bk SR 09 9 4
AR i EHRAEBE I [ i HAA & 79 EUS #1 ERCP 45
YEZ S . Tyberg PN, M2 255 F 5 19/ A
PN R U, 242 4R EUS-PD i 2 /077 58 i 40 191 F
Ko EUS-PD £ A MEEE 3 AW T ERCP, A48 T
ERCP 2% > i 261>, i 75 B 0 22 (W AR 4500 A4 vl fig
AL HEAR EUS-PD, FAR M IR EAER ] A R
FR T BRI g s ]

2.2 PPCHIWA

PPC J2& S0P R M 9% Sl 08 1k IR AR 5% I 9 R E
EUS 5|5 F PPC 51 A H T E Bk —Fl AR I
J7 7 PPC)T S A 45 Bl 1) A1 11 288 i 7 g i
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A1 2= M SR FE (walled-off necrosis, WON) . EUS f£12
Wr PPC Jy Ifil Lt CT sl 75 51 A AR 3, R f5RE 93%~
100% , 555 5 929%~98%", H ] L) 43 Hr 3% i N 34 5E
Yy R X 4y PPC 5 WONPY, 55 41 EUS-41
B 2 S R VAL B MR A B T X 43 PPC S H At
PEFEMEBR

X EUS A AJGI7 BIFRAE I HLAFE 4L, Tk
L Z IR T ORMRrg 4 FL E;QF
1£>6 cm; @4k K AR ; @FE p AT RIS K B
B I 28 N SR P R TR 1) 0 K R R S T R E . L
# O, FEAEQB@DE A & — IR, IR
B AGI7Y SR (> 4 J5) N BE T 1, I A R 2h
RREE BT ORI T B AR SR 29 A A7
FE SR F ) TRAEAE Q0™ F R 4 T R SRR,
W1 C< 4 J8) T 3505 A7 A RL A 4 A I PR ok ) 26 D
KON R kA%, HoaT BB Rl 48 B 150 | PR fIRAE
T,

5 PPC &R 51 M EL , 48 N B ol i Jis 8% PPC 5
i AR B TR I R R AR R AT B RROR B
BB ok T IR IE M) & 2 <30% 1) PPC 51 i B AH )
TR NS R SN LI S B N, BT
DLEE Gy 8o Nz . XFF 54l i) PPC, W R ¥R 32
B0 5 4 e S AR ek IR S 238 AR s S8R AR AL 5 X T
NG & =30% 1 WON, 1 % Re i i 142 K il 4
Ja& S EEPNN S LR 58 42 sl 43 4 Y SEMS
EAR BN TGS 51, (H SRR A A
() A 24w o LAMS J& H BT g HE?E ) WON 513
R SR HAERR b5 TlcE ™, N RS
B B R S S T S N B T IRSE A 2 bR
AR BRI, QA JEA K s Al il A R A R R
AL, i AL, Rl S R 1
A NEEBR LAMSP 1, B8 BR LAMS J5 il & % kL 52
5 E IR R AR BRI 2 K, Je X T
WON F1:75 R 55 W2 A AR s A0, 534, LAMS
o FF AR 1 A 2 AN 25 220 A0 ] e AT P A
A BT Z A
2.3 JERRIEA AT R
2.3.1 EUSHI'T @A

X TCTE TR AR 10 Jie A s e P 2 S e ek R s
N AT RO EA T 1 BRI, EUSHIS T
TH AR 53 R 25 ) T Al RN PR . 24 T ko
K AT 259 TC/K CBEAE I R . 3 fh
SIS A A Eh D1 YT . EUS 51N 254 T Al
FEPPCHIRIT RN A £, C 25 P H T3
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PR BT R L BT IR ZEVER 58 T IR R
[F] (4 9F 5 HR A AE 22 5 L 18 35%~T9% Z 18], [ I
WAFTERL Z B RAE , I SRR R 55 . Ik
WWETE B A S CEERALIT 25 I B2 IR sl 5
PR T P At T T R AR AR BL A TR AR, HLRE
KM G2 i, IF RIE A= A FE & T B I il /e
EUS 515 T 5530 B Gl JIRTT , A Je i 5
PRI 4D FEIRTT 52, QAR S A R AR e i ol
22N W IR, EUS 515 T A S AT T oot A
SEPERE I 58 42 THIR 5N 55%~100% , L T 2541
filt, HICHAM T AR A R AN, R4
EUS 5|5 T 545001 Rl & #0697 R i 42 42 )
7 AR A R AR ) A A = B AR 2 TS A e
™, BUS 515 R I Rl AKS K mT RE 23 Lo —
12 0 TR IR AR (8 Ay 12, i Kk vy o
FIBIT S Ayl R AR AR HE AL R IR YT 5
2.3.2 EUSHITF N ANMRA

EUS 51 5~ W & # 28 A f# R (endoscopic
ultrasound - guided celiac plexus neurolysis, EUS -
CPN) F= I TI6 77 e i i tg e e i 52 5 |2 Ay ot
(B P P o ) U A 228 DA DX Sl 3 S 2 Tt g 3 R
P 2] S A 28 LG AP o ARl 2 AR AL, F2 8]
5328 3R] A H AR Jy 2 O 0 3 (central in-
jection, CI) , 7 JI& & 2l ik A 30 A 13 5 5 @ 0 14
%+ (bilateral injection, BI) , 75 J& & 50 JiKk AR 35 14 ] {3
5t 5 QN i Bl 26715 1 28 WA % R (celiac ganglia neu-
rolysis, CGN) , 7E JI§ i #ft 28 7 v 350 3 5%, EUS-
CPN HIH 2 HE DA 50% B 949% A5 | 2 figg 15 252 1 [
g A~8 JAIPY T A e B LA K U A I Y I
P28 DN B2 AR AL A5 2 5 W A AP R RS, EUS-
CPN 5 J 9 & T il R AH 45 5 W B 4 1 2% il K
Tt EUS-CPN [ A n] H B2 10 2 g
JETE B T, 500 H™ A BRI S
HH AL e A I A AR BT, EUS-CPN &
e KA B2 GRS AL S E R T B EE ,
AP A SRS D N R A R T i o

3 #iE

EUS I AHEAR S IR g s B4t T 5 2 Al 47 (1Y
BIT % . M TN ARMEA K iERIGYT  EUS
A ANTEBRAT AR B PRASCR 4 [ Bs), £ Be B ] 38
AR S . EUSH[R T PPC 5| LA K IR R4S
(5 | 4 AR B B W AR AL 1 5 A P o
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[ SEMS F LAMS B FH A EUS A ABCARY K T 38
NEUE, P& T AR . YR, BT 2
W20 E AT & LRI EUS A ABOR B
ok, EUS A AJR YT A 25 % AR U2 N2
AR RGRTT I 58, i AT S RS i Al
HHR S A 25 A RRE LV BRI IR T B A
B RS (1) EUS A ABRERAEARRT FRIXE, HAETE
— % XU , 4 EUS-BD ,EUS-PD EUS-CPN %, H
I, ARG BRI N B o0 a] I AR DCHAE L (H
R 0 22 11 [ A 2 3 R 3 B g AR I R
e, S Tl AL BRI I AR B T s
K AR AT
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