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FNTBY, POCSHAEMThHo s hTwn
%20 Zofhio> POCS ois & LT, FFARA?,
BeAg L oKDY, Witk TRREBEREG 7 EAETF S
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QIl4) EHRMEBEILEEE X (Primary sclerosing
cholangitis : PSC) (C& (7% POCS D&EEL 2
(BQ)

GWAA T

AR O 8 W2 W2 POCS O fifT % 48 %

<FEER>
AL RS 4 (Primary sclerosing cholangi-
tis : PSC) ®#BWHZ b - & b HE 4 OXAFRAY 72 NHE i

11:121

WITRTH 5. W IRBk% (band-like stricture) & Z®
ok, BERZEH (diverticulum- hke outpouching)
WEFEFIHMAADLEY, S LITHE O NEIRE
LTH 55K R (pruned tree appearance) 23
DBV BWIREE 2 IR LTI S BB S A
(EUS), NS A (Intraductal ultrasonogra-
phy : IDUS) % POCS DS & 72 5V,

PSCIZB VT, i) ol HEREZEI L) 24
B R %%21% [Dominant stricture] & EFKS N,

BT 15mm LY, ZEAIFE &S S 2cm P
WTIE Imm DT F THHEOEEI L & - 2 IREE
RS, PSCICEPET 5 HEHE O FE 42 FRIL4 W 06~
15%, AJEY R 713K 20% 12 KA. AT
dominant stricture (50%) % L < IZWFFMHEE (42%)
% \7z%, dominant stricture R FFAMBE (23 L

TIEHIIREROFTIEE LT 5.

Dominant stricture & IR 1C & % k%2 % ERCP fr
ROARTENT LI EIRETH D, AT M
Z (WG] - 77 T #E) 2 X BB EM % 1T L <
JBEWEDORA Y ) —= v x24T, MEOENZ
7% EUS % POCS O HHEIZ ¥ T ¥ AR\ 25,
POCS TAEBRIIHEHE 2V > 7)) ¥ ZH e ShTw
é]?

PSC @ POCS Fii i, KB 2394E (55%) & % \»

ML (24%) OFTRTH -7z fiFshTn5?,
— 5T, JERREAS17% 13O 5, EHRTHEDA

TIEENZIRETH > 2 L MEF SN TV B,
1gG4 BYHA LM HAS 98 (IgG4-related sclerosing chol-
angitis : IgG4-SC) & ik L T PSC Tid##E (P=0.001)

LiBfEE (P=0.0007) DSERICED BN LiE SN
TWwaY. PSCIZEMES 2 HAEH 23 % POCS &
POCS FTAEMIZ X 285 13D % <, BWIKEIZ BT
LixE AW (FD. Zhs o POCS A

#1 PSCICEBEY 2RISR % POCS O Wik
: T . - BE EISAE
&% (4F) SEBI L fERREE W (%) (%)

Tischendorf JJW (2006) 53 2D-Microendoscope ERCP POCS Hfl 92% 0

Kalaitzakis E (2014) 47 SpyGlass POCS Hph 50% 17
POCS TFHA:#r 30%

Arnelo U (2015) 48 SpyGlass POCS+POCS FT4A#K  33% 15

Bokemeyer A (2022) 38 SpyGlass DS POCS Hplt 75% 13
POCS T 4:# 50%

2D : two-dimensional
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HBBINH B L, POCS M THI IR HE O A GF 6 A
PhwvZl, BT POCS O RFEASIHA TS %
&, HHERMTISHETHLI L, HREEEL
TwbE#z b1Ah. POCS #itifT L7z PSC & PSC
Ao ay ba—uiEx i L <, PSC T POCS 25
AWBETH o 720G EICL NI EEWELTWASY.
%72, PSCIBRAEFR DXL R I DAFAEIZ L D, POCS
OB H 5 VIR N L — VAR REEAVE L

Eha (CQV-1~4 ZH).
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QII-5) IgG4REERE{LMIEER (IgG4-related scleros-
ing cholangitis : 1gG4-SC) (Z¥ 1+ % POCS D
%E: 2?2 (BQ)

BB E OENZHB LA T a4 FiGHEI#%
TOWNHGEAT R Z M T 5 DITH N5,

<R >

1gG4 B H AL M H 45 % (IgG4-related sclerosing
cholangitis : 1gG4-SC) D W CEE LR DIIHENE O
EANTH 575, WHGTEMTH S N5 /MM Tl
M 7 AT AL (TEZE IR LR IR IR 2 72 &) %
SEHT A Z LA S Tid v, POCS (3B 2 31
WOBIZ L, RBRE R M ELT 2 & OGS fET
HY, HERLEOZWICHHTH L. 7=, Pt
%% (narrow band imaging : NBI) Z#fH45 2 &
T, L EEMAR M EAT O RETH B, i,
B BORESEIRE LTiE, (1) AR
it - AT 20 EHTAINAE % P 2o R e R IR, (2)
JERIE & A3, 3 — TR S oo FLTBRE DR I 72
ELENTW5. IgG4-SC DRI 7 NBLEEHT I,
AT ORI RN, BT A 32 a0
BAEED 2 R UEAT, PRk E&2 R0, Stk
T 7% IR E ENTWB?Y. F72, PSC TldHE
AR RO 505, 1gG4-SC TR ENTDH 5 &
ENTVBY. S5, IgG4-SC TIIIRIRIEAT L 72 M4
WA SN D HEHE C, BHEERBR 2 fEb 2w
ZEDVLVEESNTWDS?,

IgG4-SC IFALMEIT R L LT, HFREDORED ) /%
R & TR ML OB & RAEILIC & 0 B RED JLE % =
72925, BRI SEMIBRE A A SN Wiz, K
RN PR 72 I 27 . BB 70 R AL C & 5 PHIETEERIR
PSP R T cR OS5 720, KMilEkmo
MO, AT, JERE X ORI O < 17 E R4
LICEGLTwa EEZLNA. LaL, FEBIZIEN
BLGEHT A S LS LR KRB R L @
AR ZAEBI S 3 5. AR MILS % & TR
HOBNBH 24T -7z ET, 2704 K54 TV
IR RE B X OIS 247 02k % POCS THI% 3 %
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BOLHEMTHLWHEND D 5.

<FRE>

POCS M FAI—TFbE8N7zZ LIZ X Y HEHED
WA B L, NBIASH gL 72 -7z, NBLIZHH DN
T 4V F I LD AT L X U7z 415nm & 540nm @
2 ODOW R L CEREMAMMEE & N E D
BBV Z ) B &85 2 & & HAIZBHZE S 7z mifgoman
BRETH 5. POCSIZBWTH NBIEZAWSZ LT,
JIE RIS F2THT D R ISR 3 R R IS L4 2 SR 375 2 & 12
X0 B R 2L BT R L 2 0, HERZE O RAEYE:

TR AR OFM oA L SV B
BT RIS ERE 5 % E x5 L L POCSIC
X 2 I05F O REIsHEE, BRI AT O BLRAE (2B H O It
JBIZ L W LT NBILOAFAENR TS LiE S h
TWw3”, JHEHEO NBLA & LTI O - iE
17, OBEARRZ EBFFLNTEBY, HERZE ORI
RE7h &ORERLINAS 2 A b 20 G SN TWw 5.

ZOMEAETIE, fEE MmN (Texture and
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Color Enhancement Imaging : TXI) aRfafkn#ot
#1%2 (Red dichromatic imaging : RDI) &\ 72 THi{§
SR RE I S N, ek FEOGEIZ X ) B RGRE
R RIS 25 L ) BB ICEIZE T 2 2 LA TE B L
WOETTTHH Y, EREMANESEOREIZLD
POCS IZ & 2 Wi B ol EAIfF s 5.
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ERCPDA > 7+ —2A Faryty oNEIT
Z, ESGFOMIG, THNE, BHCbHSh
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TIER 5.

<FREE>

RSO WIS LB B OBWE, HRICL LI b2
. BWCIIIERZE O NBEIBISCAMRIC L 2 BE
HOEHBW, X SIIIMHEROMEREDZ W 2 &40
WZh7b. BHFTIE, HERSAICHT S EHL R L —
=L DWW SICHWLNTEY, JHEHORK
HOMERIZAHEMNTH S L OHEDH BV,

JRESIC X 5 b o & b — N MEAE IR,
%, I TH 20, S 5ICIHBEFHR AR U2 54L%e
2RI EOWED R SN TV BT, B S E HifT Y
HZEICEY, MIEDY A7 BEE BNITONTT
Yy 2135, Libbe 513 408 Fl o R Sikatr %
&t ERCP A D 7 — & DN IZOWTHE L Tw
b, AEHRIMEEZ VLA EL AL
(191% vs 14.0%). SR (74% vs 39%) B X OHHAE
7% (44% vs 27%) X ERCP IZHFRW LA ERHRTH
D, IEEMERTEVI EE2MELTBY, G
BEMOMHTITONAERETH S EMmIT TV
%9, —7J5C Hammerle 5 1% 169 #5]® Single operator
cholangiosocopy (SOC) # & tr 2087 > ERCP F4%
ZEHMi L, SOC & &PHEFESRE L TWwa 25, 1
EHIZERCPICH LIBIED ) X7 L i bhenZ &
FHELTWAY,

BRI S IEARE R B OBWT - WEHICH R TH D FH L <
BIREZ ED BV A7 IEH LTI R, Fo—Ho
ERCP B T4 Cltif el it Tidd 5. L2 L ERCP B
WP L0 B Z B 2 THTH ) HERBIAED
WELHRENTWDHI NS, HifFlZdhrzo TS
REBEICHE L, 0 LdillEZrwREZ L Ch
LHifTTRETH 5.
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POCS Dfitif 7 OBfICI1E, ERCPICH#HE Y EST 2 &0
FUHME AN EETH D, 72, POCSIT X 2 HENE
BO7-0IIE, MHEAE % 25 5 NEE TR < SRtk
FRZENZ D TR B 2 & D JEAR AR & 51 L
TBLYEPH L. 2512, #F3X POCS Mifr OB
2, BAI—TOBREDHR L ST TR a—T DM
B L OMHENTRED 5 #EK % EAB)E & OffR) HE
Thb. L7zdioT, filh#Ed POCS OFHITEH AT
5 ENEE L. KRENHLERABIEY 2 (American
Society for Gastrointestinal Endoscopy : ASGE) T
12, WEOA Y F a5 220 % I ERCP THOHES
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F1 WS EIZHED < ERCP ORMIIRE

JIEEAL i

i AL

ST IAS St A
EC=7 g
TR e Y 7 FLERHE 0 17 U) B Aty

TR SR A
TR RS

Grade 1
10mm il OB A DOBRE:
1}1\1?1371*)593% F 7R SR 3 B R IL IR/ A T v 1/
B-II $: 5 8 T OB WA & ot B-I1 i 71 C O BB WT RS S e
Grade 2 10mm DL o #BIBER A DR Z: IS =2 — 3 v
JHE PR 5 7203 BRI NP2 103 2 SR A2 kAl A
7 v +/NBD
SOM : Oddi ¥&E## N A SOM : Oddi $#y N AL
Grade 3 ﬂﬂiﬁﬁﬁiﬁ JEEAE et Ar
B-Il HETO 3R TONHE R RMUETN N L — P2 50T XTORE R

IR A 3 72 I3RS IS & B A A DB

B-II ; Billroth II
SOM ; Sphincter of Oddi Manometry
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WWIAT 9 2, BRI TT) B, DX D %7
INA A" MWD 9% EOA N T TV — % F o W G5
HETAA—TVLTBLILEPHEETHD, K2 TRT
IO A EZERLCBL. TV AkEE
EPLBD % ML CHtifT L. 2 Il H DA ISR A 2 479
&2k, ERCP CTRONZHEBREZ S LICA T T
V—%EZ TNEXIT) L HHETH 575, JHEG
EREREBET S L) B2 51d3 v ¥ a— 5 Bk
% (CT) OFEIRMT L BSR4 5% (Magnetic
Resonance cholangiopancreatography : MRCP) D ¥
Mia LTBLIEDPET L.
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FUBHALIE \21X EST, WS FLE SV — » 3R Ak
(endoscopic papillary balloon dilation : EPBD), &5
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Lp L, EST ofRE, H5VIdBILE: LT EPBD
%> EPLBD b @I #IRT 2 LD 5. F 72, 4
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