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(BRI - NECASTR])
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201845 HETE L7
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% 2 GRADE system (2317 % 3%

1. Grade Y AT LB B HEIROE S ) g HeiE

1. T¥TFVADE A, B C D
2. BEOHLE Yes, No
3. fwiE Yes, No
4. BRXRHR Yes, No

2. RO S DKL
1oMRHEIE (EMT 2 2T 5, £l
LawnwZ & aHfEIEd5)
2. G HERE (FEMTHI L ERIRET S, i
LanwZ E#IRETH)

9, TETFUVAQFLDE, REFEONT VA,
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BXOREFHL, LHOTETFT Y A LNV EMRLL
2 GE1%R). rREHETOR®RZE I A TBILEL:
B2RIIHLT, BHMEREETA v ¥ —4 v b LT
it =2 X % Consensus survey #4772, &2 TH CQ
TYH 7R EEAEEE L, MIHLEERLZ 20
# 3 Inl® Face to face meeting & TA&HELE L & fRHE L
DIBIEZAT, HI3REER L2, BEMRERICLS
42y =%y MEERITV, 03 ROHEIEL LI
FBIEL7 FIRFEMREZRHOBRZEIBIEL
WL, TUEF Y ALN, BHTOFEEEER L7
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2016 4F 9 H 29 HIZBIfi & 7245 52 nl H AR E 524
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FIBIEL, FMZEIC X 25l % 20 TEICBIEL
7o BIINNEE SR — A R—= Y ETIREER TR
L7z 0178 H24 HH» 5 9H 30 H). L 728
TV 7 aRXy MeEBLUTRKEERERL, 1EERE
BSHERR - IBIE L7z, ZORINBZREOFHIL & 7 ko
A A% ZIFTBIEL, SEHICE -7z
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1 EUS-guided choledochoduodenostomy (EUS-CDS). a. #&E#NMEES A F
TICHIRE 2220, b. EUSCDS 27 ~ MAE#EMRE ¢ EUSCDS 25 ~ b

BB R NBIEHER.

The GRADE system

KBBEFTAFIFTA VIZBITEZEFT VAL
GRADE system {23 U T Level A : High (GWARLIC
3#25<), Level B: Moderate (HFEEORIMIZIED
<), Level C: Low (5 iR#LI225<), Level D :
Very low (& T WRILIZIES ) & L7z 77,
=D grading I2OWTIE 1 GRS HERRT 2), 2 (59
CHERET 2) & L7

# 112 GRADE system® ™ & L C evidence D& &,
level IZDWTHEEHL L, 3 212 GRADE system recom-
mendation % 7~ L72¥7,

Ql BEHEAMETHEE KL +— (Endoscopic
ultrasound-guided biliary drainage : EUS-BD) & (&
faln ?

@EUSBD & &, HMERNHEEES A FTIC, #HL
BB~ 7a—FL, FLF—=Y %179 F
HrEgkshs.

IR P 7T R (1~9)

PHIEPEHE ISR 3 2B NG TIHE FL )y —2

(Endoscopic ultrasound-guided biliary drainage :
EUS-BD) &, ®& 9 P#H$E (Endoscopic ultrasound :

EUS) 74 FFZ, B LEMIHE~NT 7o —F L,
FLF =T %479 FRTH 5. IHERBI 3 2N
BB M - WEIERILEY T 7 10— F THh 5 ERCP
(Endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography)
BT AL L AThbNTB Y, PZEMIE I LTI,
REFLU M 2 N EEIEE N L — P4 (Endoscopic
biliary drainage : EBD) 288 —#iRTH 5. EBD %
W Z RGN 2 AAEA# E LT, ThE TRRE
JFHE K L+ — 3 (Percutaneous transhepatic biliary
drainage : PTBD), ZVMEHRINHEE 22 &3 T C
W30S, ZOREmWEENE - HFE, BE O Quality of
life (QOL) Z & 75, #HL\whiks LTEUSBD %%
BFE S 7z,

EUSBD i, #HAb%E - IHEELEK %179 transmu-
ral biliary drainage & L C® EUS-guided choledocho-
duodenostomy (CDS, 1), EUS-guided
hepaticogastrostomy (HGS, X 2) &, EUS A4 FF
WNREE 2 22 L 7RISR RLEH 7 7 e — - AT T
70 —F 284179 % EUS-guided rendezvous tech-
nique (EUS-RV) & EUS-guided antegrade stenting
(EUS-AGS) IcKBl s, FEfEoEEE 5 - (G0
J& + ERC (Endoscopic retrograde cholangiography)
DB HIZ & - TH#EINE 5. EUS-guided gallblad-
der drainage (EUS-GBD) & JHAE 223l AR 3 70 5 4512
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2 EUS-guided hepaticogastrostomy (EUS-HGS). a. ZJHPIHAS 220 #2015,
b. EUS-HGS A7 ¥ MEEHZNEFE. c. EUSHGS ¥ EHR d. EUS-HGS

#H CT.

WA s, IRFEE M L CORERTE FLF—DF
5. ZOFBIIAMHERINTL FLF—YE LT
DIEATENTEY, HFEDOHERLF—TD—D LA
BTSN,

EUS % Fl\W /2 lHE R0, 1996 4F Wiersema 578
ERCP Afefcx LT 22 B L1823 77— (Gauge :
G) O fine needle aspiration (FNA) &% Hw<T, fH
B 10 B X OGRS 1 Bl &2 AT, 8 BITIY)
L72E W) OO TOHETH B, Fi T, 2001 4
Giovaninni %1%, EUS # W 7-jHii FLF—T L L
T, M & ZHEE ORI Z BT 5 EUS-guided
bilioduodenal anastomosis % #t# L7z (EUS-CDS).
Burmester 5% &, 2003 4% |2 EUS-guided-cholangio-
drainage & LCTHiE L2 4Fl09 5, 1HITREMIC
JFNRRAE 2 g2l U, LR 217 - 72 (EUS-HGS).
EUS-CDS, -HGS & 9 HFEICE LT3 L < A
THHSN TS D, KFA FT4 X THRHELZ.
LA L, CDS OZEFEMILAILE F 72 13RIFETH
D, IR % RS % Choledochus TIXIEHE % HRAL %

RERWIEDR DD, F07H, Y, WRIRE TH
FAERELVWHIBRL D DD, EBRIETaiEmsh
TVWRVOPHIETH 5.

NS DOJHE - JHALE OBV IZ 2 T, EUS
ZHWTHEZ 0 L2 ICET RIS EZ A LT
TZRBICHEE L2 FUA Y 2R LT, #EFLEH
BRI EFE 2179 EUSRV & Hl W /2B F L
F =A%, 2004 4E Mallery 5712 & o THE S LT
4. F 722007 4 Fujita H21%, NEATHEIC T 388125
BL2AAL FIAXY AT, 20 F FIEATEI
Stent ¥ & % 17 9 BIFED EUS-AGS L kD ke L
T, —WM 7% EUS-HGS 2 OBEALAE H v ZHIic 48
Stent % NEATHEICE T 2 PR 2 A L, 2010 4E12id
Nguyen-Tang 5 #3EUS-guided antegrade stent place-
ment & LCH5F” %2 HE LTS, FROFEITMZ,
MM R ESERNC BV T2 S IFREE I 7 7
b —F 3 % EUS-guided hepaticojejunostomy (EUS-
H]S)®, TZ#E»SHFNIEICT 7 —F792%
EUS-hepaticoduodenostomy (EUS-HDS) ' 3 #t4s S i1
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%3 EUSBD, ERCP, PTBD O #Eff % bttt

HH HRTH EAS THORIE BRMEIE AEFR WHER
Paik [27] EUS-BD 61 93.8% 90.0% 6.3% * 208 H
ERCP 61 90.2% 94.5% 19.7% 165 H
Park [28] EUS-BD 14 92.8% 100% 0 379 H
ERCP 14 100% 92.8% 0 403 H
Bang [29] EUS-BD 33 90.9% 97.0% 21.2% 182 H
ERCP 34 94.1% 91.2% 14.7% 170 H
Artifon [36] EUS-BD 13 100% 100% 15.3%
PTBD 12 100% 100% 25%
Lee [35] EUS-BD 34 94.1% 87.5% 8.8% *
PTBD 32 96.9% 87.1% 31.2%

ERCP, endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography ; EUS-BD, endoscopic ultrasound-guided biliary

drainage ; PTBD, percutaneous transhepatic biliary drainage.

*P<0.05

TWwa.

Q2 EUS-BD D&t ?
@/HE F L F— V0BT ERC AR D % Wi
HHIAEIETH 5.
IR P 83 Bl (7~9)

i 3L

EUS-BD ?i#iltiid, EBD A& % 13 R 70 5 1
THY, CIBRAREEMEIRERES R VEIG &% 2 Hit
LW ERC AN & 2 WIEHEEZR R, flic o
RIS X 2 ISR, BRI L 2
T AR A O 72 O NI E DR B, T R pkss
B3 % )8 Stent R, Mtk FFERLE G2 &2
H5bH. HEHERIZBWTIX, EBD ORI#1X 84-95.6%
LR T LAy M eEDTFHEBNTAZ LI
X0, 802-100% & E N IFERIEEIGHNT W5,
ERB2IZ High volume, tertiary-care center {28\ T
ERC W#EdH 5 WIZARE T T, EUS-BD % 2§ % M %
X, 06% (3/524) & OFLEA R EINTED®, Salvage
& LT® EUS-BD S B e iEBNII R S 5.

EUS-BD #4—#RD FLF— Vb ¢85 b
9 %2275, ERC WHREBICK L Cid Tz ar e
J 2SR Twiwv., Kawakubo 5% @ JEL) B
AR €13t % EUS-CDS (26 #1) & EBD (56
Bl) % HHR L 714 A 10 & OBFZETIE, BRAIHE (96.2%
vs 982% ; P=054), MIEIEFEIES (26.9% vs 35.7% ;
P=046) & HI12EE %D o727, EUS-CDS & FH K
288 < (19.7 vs. 302 %5 : P<0.01), BERIERE D 520

/o 72, Hamada 5%1%, + 4805 Stent HiEF
EUSBD (7#1) & EBD (13#l) %ML, Stent b
BEANG R & ABFAE SR I T 2 I RO B o 7285,
Stent AR TIZ EUSBD @ 5451 # A# (100% vs
71%), 3B HH (83% vs 29%) & HITEwvEHE L
72, BOlZ7% ) 3 EUS-BD & EBD O #EfE2A LI
R 2P ME I TWD (F3) WTFhoREIC
BWTH EUS-BD 13 EBD & A& #iE R LD
DIEFVELD A 72> 2 & 0 & KBUBIIGRIC X 2 Wil 25 e
eihb.

W RN TIZEBD AW ME 2 B A% <
EUS-BD ® RS &7 ) 9 4. Siripun 5D Y A5
FAvZ - LEa—I2X 5 &Y, THEIE WHEW
B BIIERITE £ 892%, 91.7%, 175%TH Y, T
ML — M 72 EUS-BD ORIEICIZIZE L. Wit TH
HE 5 45 4 61 98 91 0 EUS-BD & /N N85 2 H v 7z
EBD o, EEILF# A A & HEHFZE Tk, EUS-BD
TR Y (20% vs. 4%, P=001) &y
ENTVDD, THERIIAMEOEMECL S &
IAHBRKRENTENDL, E5LRDHIAESMIEIFN
5.

SN #8212 381 B Stent BEREAAREFILZ 0
%, EUS-BD 2 & % re-intervention ® 4 M b iy &
NTwab. Ogura b7 ITEHNEEIZAZ 59 % Stent
HiEH% O ERC 12 X % re-intervention D EIIH1Z 62%
(16/26) TH Y, AHEIH® 10 Bz EUS-BD % ik 7-
LT A, EHITHIIBH SNz TS OIEFNIAR
W72t & &2 b hs, LMWL EINZHOTIEE
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, TG HEEZRELTWAZ E B %L, EUSBD
DTFUTHF L 72 T F 28— b+ D3\ 5 Jifi 3% T O A
ENDHERETHDLEZD.

YIBE A REEE B A 5 EUS-BD OB IC DWW T,
WMEDPD L, BOWIEF VA LNVOFRLIE
Fujita 5* 3 YIBR A BEAEBIS 0 L, EUS-CDS Htif7 i
YIBR & 54T L, RG22 4T, BEEO SHERT
RO L E oz ME LTS, L L
B35, MEHEBNIR$ % EUS-BD (SRR 1T 3
RETEHARWEBENTIREZ 2.

BLPENHE R %2 120§ 5 EUS-BD i3, ERC ARE 2714
TR DR EPeze R R RS A, RS S B
Rz, FARRERARE RS, 1gG4 BEEIRE 2025 L C i
FTENTW RO U Lz <, BRI
BMOAHTH L &b, MEISHEZPIETRET
H5.

EUSBD & PTBD % Mk U 72 6 4F % 4k F i 3k B
(EUS-BD 34 %1, PTBD 32#) Tid, FHEII=E (94.1%
vs 96.9%), HRFR#E (875% vs 87.1%) ZidZ1k%
o 7zd Do, PTBD B CMIEME R ITA RITHE <
(88% vs 312% : P=0.022), re-intervention % % L 72
%% (EUS-BD 034 [al, PTBD 093 1] : P=0.02) 34
IS o720 F72, 25 BIORIN EWIFETIE, HE
R, BaeME QICHESY, 4 HoksnEIETIE
EUSBD 2N Tw5 & ENTwb™, EUSCDS &4+
BHOYIBR 2 5 0138 A 28 2 Tl 2 e L 72 29 ) oo 4
TEAALILBGRER CIE TR, BIRRE, BHO
QOL, AEfFFIFIFHFLIEIN TV EY., 512
Sharaiha & ® 483 %] ® meta-analysis™ |2 & % & T-HK
WRIIFAETHLLDOD (F v XH 1785 95% CI,
0.69-459), EUS-BD O 2SRRI RIFT (£ v X
10455 95% CI, 0.23-0.89), HISIEFRIIEA > 72 (£ v
AM023595% CI, 012-047). EUS-BD 3% H %
VIR E L, F%D D IZEN M o o
BHRINTVD DD, TR T V AMILDH
WZIE, 35 7% 5 KBBTHIN & OGBS LETH
5.

EUSBD D@t & FH DM E & H 128D > Tl
EPHENDD, BEORE, WEORMER L%
MLCTRET A ENELETHS. T/, MHELLTWY
VBB U CIEBRRRER & L CHIAT I RNE TH 5.

Q3 EUS-BD OZZ= (% ?
OLEUS THEMMINTE 2\, T 4 Y ITHTET

7799

A IME R 2 M T 5 2 L ASTE vy,
MZz2ET5H, SROBKEZET HERZ S,
SEEZLND.

PR F 84 5 (7~9)

f# 3

EUSBD O ZIZOoWTHiZIEF Y Aldhw
7%, EUSFNA % PTBD LAkt %2615, $7-,
LROIFRE AT 5L EUS-BD O T4 H AR AN #E
T, BHUBEAWIETE S, IR EENED o
W& ) EENEGEAEREIN D 20, BEETRET
5. BEAREICHET 2R ERI L VA, WSR2
ZBmOMKDIFR LT B EAER, IS4 VIZEK
AR SN EIEFHE BT I RETE LW, &
LI, AROBKIFRBIRERN T A4 BRI S
NEWATH, TOMBIIEEIHE L% Tidk
572 \x. EUS-BD AR FEAE D 72 O 1AV FAl
LB L R DML B B2, BEFEOLEHIREOL
BEIEETH D, iz, EHREAROIEHTIILS
\Z EUSBD & #iRTRETlE AR, T2, 2llEBALC
JEEHRE 2D 5, B WVIZEDLNBIBE S T T
XTI,

Pl 3 AR OFE B 3 2 B D T OB
BRIV TV AE R REWIIMEL SN TW v, 2012
RIS S N7z PUI SR o3 & THAL 2R IR
BN A T4 VT3, EUSFENA Z R fa b o
LB SN TH Y, EUSBD & e
BREEL LCT#E2BNETHASH. EUSFNA TIE, 7 A
Yy v/ERATa A FHEPLNESE (NSAIDs : Non-
Steroidal Anti-Inflammatory Drugs) PRHT, K451
AR SR, EBEoRIREENRENR0Y%
(0/26), 333% (2/6), 37% (7/190) THY, 7 AYE
1) ¥ /NSAIDs PIRBI O B =E oA 3 7 EAId R0 %
Motz L La2SS, PTBD ICES 54K o DPC
T 7 N—= 2 % 72 34606 B 0 KA 7 AT 1 &
% &, PUMREEOME T IR IENIRES X ) Tk o
HIMESAEICHVWE IR TWD (F vy X187
95% CI 1.14-3.05 ; P=0.013).

=

Q4 EUS-BD OfEHAR#EI ?

@ THZH L 72 12 351) 5 EUS-BD O T4 1)
e R IE 90% LL LS 2%\,
P F 81 M (5~9)

ikt

EUS-BD o & LCid, T8 - BRI
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&4 EUSBD OFHIRIER & BRIKII

TR BRI
EUS-CDS [46] 94.1% 88.5%
EUS-HGS [46] 93.7% 84.5%
EUS-RV [47] 82% -
EUS-AG stenting 83%

[9, 15, 43, 49-52]

AG, antegrade ; CDS, choledochoduodenostomy
EUS, endoscopic ultrasound ; HGS, hepaticogas-
trostomy ; RV, rendezvous.

EREWNEFTHNE 25, MISEICEH L TIE Q6 &%
W hiowv, — B, FERINEFES N HE
L=V 0T, ERIEINIEEE - i) - o
PBrokdi b gk snsg.

JHE KL F =Y OO E—REIRTH % EBD D
Ui#, ERC W#EEBIZR3 % PTBD OKIIFEIE, Wi
NbEwZ EPmsnTwsbAh, EUSBD @9 b, i
fUBH %179 CDS 3 X 0" HGS O FHIKZIE - R
WIHEDH 0% LETHE I ENHESNTED,
CDS, HGS ®RICKE Z#IZ R\ (DD, 22
FRFA VY - LE2—"9IB T, FRREIE
94.71%, 90% BRI IK I 91.66% L M S TWw 5,
EUS-HGS & EUS-CDS W3 [R5 0 & e By 28 25
HINTBY, ZOOFHITKELETEVWESINT
Wb, KIETEr b7z EUS-BD64 6 (CDS 44 %, HGS
20B1) D% HiikLFEH AR ST, FHRIE
13 EUS-CDS, HGS £ $1295%TH Y, AIIZBITS
HRECFELZWHEREEDNSE, PAT<T4 v
7« LE2—9TIF, CDS & HGS OHAFHKII=RIZ,
94.1%, 937%TH Y, RIS 885%, 845%
LHETH L EMESNTnD (F4).

WALEK %247 %\ EUSBD @9 &, &FLEHW T 7
0 —F 47§ % EUSRV Tid, I 82% & i
ENTw3? HFARED SO T 7a—F ToRI R
D% IH LT, WHEEL SO 7 7 u—F TOWRY)
L T76% EACNMEARNIZH 5. TS O IZENEHE
MZEDORL LT, HEHAOEMND EEN TV,
NHERRAE D B VIS AT 2B 2 2 74 BT A4 Y EEDS
WitCTH 205 EE 25N 5% EUS-AGS @ #Hi i
BV x L 83% & EUS-RV & A4 Th
D, FA RTA XA R Z 2 CIERTIEFLIE K
MEATH) &) T TY ZADBHESNTVWDY. /2
2L, Wiy EUSBD DL F 28— k25 B ik A

33% 5% (2019)

LOWMETH Y, RO fiEk TIEHK R D)
PEEINTBY, WA 7T ANFEAET S L bh
%. EUS-BD ® learning curve (2B L Cid, AWM
TIRAETES 0% TH o7z & VI HERY, #1128
V% Hifitiix o 54F 31 Bl OFEER T FHA KT ZRANE AW
W1 34E 38% 7 H AW 2 4E TIX 11 % IR T, & 7= B384E
BN N5 2% WA LIz E DD 5.
learning curve 25FfES % & b, SHAITART
HABATLIERDOBEL 5.

FIEAT & VD B A 513 EBD U3 HAT I K i
BIDHEAET 5720, FRICEMERAINE RIS 5,
EUSBD & EBD OB OHREIMZ TETWE. £
Wi IE [ D% A 1) X #7E ¢ld, ERC WEEFIZN3 %
EUS-BD104 f5 (EUS-CDS 68 5, EUS-AGS 36 #1) &
EBD104 D HEIZ B W T, FHEIIE (9326% vs.
94.23%), TRFIEH (8.65% vs. 8.65%) & HIZFET
Y, FRCTIBEZERER] Tl EUS-BD TR # A
AEICEWIEZHMEL WA, T, RIEoOHEE
TOBAMENFED L LT, B G 24
L@ KL F—Y & LToHEUS-CDS26 6 & EBD56 1
DIBAWEENT VS, TOWEITHB VTS WK
% (962% vs. 982%) XA TH Y, THIEHIZ
EUSCDS19.7 73 E BEHABMW F L F =2 302505 D b
AEIH o2 MG IR TVWDE, WTFhofiiics
WT 3, EUSBD BBV TIIAE SRR 2N &
b EUSBD ®—20fpit %z 514, EUSBD &
EBD O A K 3R T, MBEONFIIR 2L
O, MIEHFIL EUS-BD X[A%5H 5 Widfkw & s
W57 EBD Tl ERCP #2424 W IBRIE
TH 55, EUSBD TR TH - 7-.

Z® & %2 EUSBD 13 ERC W#ERERI 221 T <,
ERCWHEZIEBNC BT 2 1 KIGHOBIL L 2D 5 5
TR D H Y, RO F 2= M PV DHEHED?S b
AT & WFFEIC B VT RIF 2 R s ShTw
LEN L LS, BEETIEgn FLr—vE L
TOIEF Y AIZZLWZ &5, ERC W#EER DAL
®D EUSBD &, TF 28— b3 B ik 2 3B TR
WL LTITIRETH 5.

Q5 EUS-BD OREIREL ?
@EUSBD O] - EMB OB IE A7 %,
{EIIIE 3~6 7 ARE OB S .
PR P81 8 (5~9)
3

=
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&5 EUSBD ORMIHH

RgEsR BAAE IO
EEUIN 16% (95%CI, 13-20%)
FHR
EUS-CDS 19% (95%CI, 15-25%) 99-272 H
EUS-HGS 13% (95%CI, 9-18%) 62-216 H
A5 M
TIATA v T« ATV b 28% (95%CI, 21-38%) 97-272 H
Covered SEMS 14% (95%CI, 10-20%) 72216 H

CDS, choledochoduodenostomy ; CI, confidence interval ; EUS, endoscopic ul-

trasound ; HGS, hepaticogastrostomy ; SEMS, self-expandable metallic stent.

EUS-BD 25l LWFHTH A Z L 0nd, 2
T TOMEDL A, THOBIIER & T4 B 35

9:801

n HGS 2%, EVWHENELNADE W) @itidrd 5.
Hara 51, Plastic stent & Covered SEMS % flwv»

ZEIEHMIELTH Y, BEDESICHET 27 21
B, LaALahS, TN E TOBSLEAM O
DI L, FLF—Y0N— B XU Stent OFEHHR
DL D % Wi OMETTIE, Stent PZEFIZ 16%,
CDS T19%, HGST13%TH» v, B IKIX 36 4
FAREE DR 09z g (£5). BELIERL
47 7%\ EUSRV & 5 Wit EUS-AGS T, FL
F=VRBEIRAFN FL =V LHETHY, &
W - BRGSO WT, BABEM N LS =D L HEE
DRERDPTFUMSI NG,

Stent B¥AEAN4X - re-intervention ¥ 7 & O I % &
te, Stent HIEDFLHAID B g @300 =2 513
% Stent MIZEF 1L 16% (70/434) THh o7z F 7z,
CDS Tix 19%, HGS T3 13% & KX BV a il
Ao 7z Stent FAZE - BAEA SO KIS DWW T, Stent
DEBER IR 7 & O IEREEVE D FEREA A%\ 175,
EBD idKREC R L5 TS,

Stent FAEMIICOWTIZ, S SICHFE - FFMiL#E
B ThWIzD, HHROWERORFZ I - AT
5 Z LT B A, Stent BIFHIRIX 3-6 & HFEE
DG AIE 00 RFLORFFE T lE, Stent
AeE TOFHHEIMIZEATI6 H, EUS-CDS T 103
H, EUS-HGS T62 H & #iti5 ST 5. Covered self-
expandable metallic stent (covered SEMS) & Plastic
stent Tld, ZNZNTFHT72HE 97 HE K E ZEvid
RO %otz Park b OHEEY T, PIBHAIHIX
133HTH Y, CDST152 H, HGS T132 H & [HEkIC
ARATZRD TRV, L LT Rkt &k
s Stent i T OHE F L+ —JI2BwTid, EBD &
) EUS-BD*'%%, EUS-BD ®H' TiZ EUS-CDS & ) EUS-

T, AMOBHLEETT>72PMEE N L F =T L L
T® EUS-CDS OO DR 2 MG LT 5.
MEAERALILEGRER CIE R Wb OO, *H4 - fiskdsFH U
THhbI b, EUSCDS & L T? Plastic stent™ &
Covered SEMS* @O REMIBMOILELWHETH L &%
AbNA. ThHODOOSE T Plastic stent O]
FEH )3 53% 125 LT Covered SEMS %% 11% & v &
Enb, A% LB EUSCDS 28w Tid Covered
SEMS 23 EIEMOBIE NS bENRTWL EEZEZ BN
5.

EUS-BD %€ - #lJiFE® re-intervention {22\ C,
INFETICE & F o725 T %A%, Stent HIZERIZ
I EUS-BD )V — I 24 L C, Stent &&#, stent-in-stent,
stent cleaning % 12 & % re-intervention 2347h N %
LD LY Sth MIEREFRIET TR L, re-
intervention {IZ2WThH, Z&MW - HREOBIRNA,S
DFHlAEENS.

EUSBD Of#EA ST 2 12H 7o T, BHIRIIBT
HIRKOMEEE LT, ZOFMTEIH— SN T»
BEDBHITOND. BRI OV TR — S hizdk
#e - LA R 20, BEORIFER T O R O
G- WE2SWEECTH S, EUSBD 1, FHEBLIEICH
b b, WHEE (et AL B0
DFMi D7z OFi—FEHESVIHTH L. 61T, HIR
INA T AW B 720120, IR - BRIk b
2% % - ZHBITORN EWEE 5HIT> T L
B AH. T2, AIETIXZ EUS-BD OBUROEI B X
ORI O W T R722Y, FHOB#EIRLEH T
A ZADBFICE B o T, SHREERFENIKELE
bLHIELFHEINLZD, EMNZ% up-date D3
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THHZ LT MZTBE W,

Q6 EUS-BD OB3EEL ?

OLUS-BD O %4 i%, it Stent MMd, M,
229l R EAHE SN TV 5.
YRR S 78 M (5~9)

it

EUS-BD O F e 5 A4 313, i G120 FlLL B o
WX EL LT o T — VRN TIX146 %
(110/755) 23030600 ~70 L e K T\ B, %P, Bl
ToFLDOTIE, Fm X THBELLBRINT-bDE
ZOFIWY EIFTwb (36).

EUS-CDS o . I {5 i 56 A= Z81901019908 13 139 9%
(20/144) <, BESREVIEIS, JHHJE (28%), Stent
Wl (28%), Ml (25%), #fL (14%), (AEiFE)
Biligk (14%) Tholz. ZOMITEVEIRE S, 1
HVEZERR, BEREPIAUE, ARAFBRARMEY, umiE",
MER™, T feMmEealy, MMM, AkIEgEs®,
T IR Y 2 SR S Tw B, 7z,
B L SN TV 5.

EUS-HGS @ F. W] 48 & oiE F& Az 5211019306060 70 13
182% (45/247) T, BEEEDSEWIHIZHIL (3.7%), 1
i (28%), MHIEFENL (26%), Stent &M (1.6%),
Stent %A (FFN - BEREN) (1.2%), FFPIMEE (1.2%),
BIiiE (1.2%) THor7z. TOMOMISIEE LT%
L9, MRS, SEIREF S, MERENAES, T NI
JE™, MERESE™, IR EIIRET™, IR 2 &
WESNTWD. Tz, JECH (20%)° RBETF#R-
11 (08%)® B EN TV 2.

EUS-RV @ 1 ) 58 g2 000 =m0 3124 %
(45/364) T, BEOEWGIEIAMERS (27%), MR
NENIE (22%), MBIHPEMEIE S (22%), M (1.9%),
BReHR (14%), i (05%) THho7z T/, %24l
R AR I P~ O A, MUE, SRR
O, ARG - PR A, TWNE, FRMEPERT b,
FECHM D MG SN TN 5.

FETBINZ DT, FEBI %L 20 B LA b o RSO 7
O, SEFIHE 2B Y, 9B HE ShTws, &
D JFMIZ, EUS-CDS, EUS-HGS @3B #I® 1, MHit
PERERE S (360), Wuie (361« FlinsiE o JERIZ D v
THEMNEAN), EUS-HGS BB 1% Stent 12
X W, /A 7 A X @I & 2 JHTH AR R 5% (i
MAE), EUS-RV OFETHIIETHe 4 HEDZERIE, &
MEINRTW5.

33% 5% (2019)

# 6 EUSBD O5iE

TBFERE =R

EUS-CDS 13.9% (20/144)

JEba it 2.8%

Stent 3 2.8%

HAifi 2.5%

L 14%

JL R 4% 1.4%
EUS-HGS 182% (45/247)

HAafi 3.7%

JIEva R~ 2.8%

JR-PEEE 2.6%

Stent & /i 1.6%

Stent KA (BFPIIBEF - BEIER) 1.2%

JFF PN I 1.2%

BRI 1.2%
EUS-RV 124% (45/364)

SR 2.7%

JELJE N S 2.2%

NP R R 9% 2.2%

NEE 1.9%

RE-JE 1.4%

HAIfiL 0.5%

CDS, choledochoduodenostomy ; EUS, endoscopic ultra-
sound ; HGS, hepaticogastrostomy ; IHBD, intrahepatic
bile duct ; RV, rendezvous.

INSOHEIFITF A= MLV iTb7zd O
%L, NATADPHEET AR H 5 2 & % IF§
LN D .

CQl EUSBD (LH U3 EZEOFHORBIREENDL S
ICT50H?
O@HEPAZEIA R T IO A #E, FEM X2
EEEBLWREICE L GERT 5.
HEEoms 2, T¥FY AL~ D]
IR S 84 1 (7~9)
3
EUS-BD o ffi¥iici3, EUS-CDS, EUS-HGS, EUS-
AGS, EUSRV 25% 2 %%, lifTI2d 72> T EDFH &8
R 2HIZO0WTUE, FTHOREE T HR L7
T, MHAERAZEMM R T Zie A O A, FENA
LR, FWMEEICIS U TR RE 2 T8 & IR
LT RF UL e b v, MRED5, B M
JHAE PAZERERIC R L Cid, EUS-CDS IZ#IEAt & 7 5 72
%, LIRIYIZ EUS-HGS, EUS-AGS, EUS-RV %%iEiR



TN TIE KL — Y ORERIT~NOBEST L K54~ 12018 11 : 803
ERCPIZ & 5
faE 77u F IR
FLEREERRE - A2l —> 3> o ST s . Tk
By HIEREREE - B
" . 7B - ey p g _ a g e
‘,{j‘\ﬂ'ﬁt‘ i S —IepEEE iy S
FRABEEAZE e e + e M EE
SDALLE SDALLZ
EUS-CDS EUS-HGS EUS-CDS FUS-HGS EUS-HGS
EUS-RV EUS-RV EUS-HGS FUS-AGS EUS-AGS
EUS-AGS EUS-AGS EUS-AGS

3 EUSBD FH#4R» 7 a—F v — b. ERCP : endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography,
EUS ; endoscopic ultrasound, EUS-AGS ; EUS-guided antegrade stenting, EUS-CDS ; EUS-guided cho-
ledochoduodenostomy, EUS-HGS ; EUS-guided hepaticogastrostomy, EUS-RV ; EUS-guided rendezvous
technique, SDA ; supraduodenal angle (E+—f8l5£4).

END. Tz, MEEICE 5T iRERAESRILEZDD
DO DJEHFERIZ X 0 FLEAD T 7 1 — T~ H3 K 8 72 55 B

Tix, EUSRV IZJtifTREE & 72 %. Ogura 5Dk A
&R TIE, T IR BEERIC BT, EUS-HGS
X, EUS-CDS & [t L TR k2 < (HR 0.391,
P=0045), EUS-CDS &, #4rMH% % (OR 10.285,
P=0012) 2&LMIBENLVE SN TS, K3
BEED S LRI R FH A RS, KICIEARL
TS, FHEZERIDSAR I I - 72112 EUS-
GBD % JifT 3 2 %6 03% 1, MG IHEE %8 -
TEUS-GBD o#% L W #ili s i s, LA L EUS-GBD
&, MHEEEPBGF L TV LIEMICOANRETH D, T
ORI EUS TOMRESUHETH 5. —FT, i
DOFHMAT A FEAEFNC BT 2B DOVTIE, &
NF TR EORINE B L5 iEn <, 4
BOWETH 5.

Park 571, FEO 7 VT X 412 % 5 EUS-BD %
FOMENG T Z2HMELTBY, FLE~DT 7 £ A7)0
fiE 72 #iE 6] T ERCP A ZI 034, EUSRV % BB DO H

—EINE L, FLEA~NOT7 T2 —F RN TE L0385
BRASTEBNC BT, TR P8 A C EUS-HGS

F 7213 CDS TR L, &fRE LTI0%LL EDORE
DD+ %?(U”’ &L LTw5b. Poincloux 5% Fito X
9 RIS o OIRE 1T ) 2 & T, T
I_J'E‘S@ﬁf P e 2R L7z LCwb. Khashab
513, ERC SRR TH - 72BN E R A LT,
F 31X EUSRV Z17\, NI 2B 21E EUS-
CDS/HGS % i35 & Vo /27 VT XL\“CF@%‘%
HIELTW5E2S, WiEho)jikd R & 24l
M CTholzZ xR L TS, —h, Wellert“’ﬂi
ERCP ARIFINZH LT, FTIERERITFTOT T
O —F 12 X % EUS-AGS Z i A&, AL OEIZ EUS-
HGS %17\, 1 d W74 13 EUS-CDS 2179 &
Vo 2TV TY AL THBEET-72E 2 H, FHNIBE
PHDOT Ta—=FTIUDEFTTHARFLF—
BEE SNz LTwAh. $72, Iwashita 5134l
BRHREBAEIC BT 5 EUS-AGS O A #ME & 2eatt
R L, & 5IT Siripun & (3 E T B0
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LHEUSBDDYAF<TF 4 w2 - LEa—24T», Z
DL RIEBNIBNTDH, HLENDOT 7 ADHEER
WA ZIEM R AE BN 5 EUS-BD R IZ & 12

U7 T2 iR 5 & & THOREIAE L Rtk
BoHNTWLZEZRLE LALEDS, MifhfiE
&I A EUSBD 2B WTIE, 727 &% -
V= IAFELE L TERNIBEICHRS L, FEFEC
X o CIXEUSHGS W2 &b H 5. % 72,
EUS-RV # fif79 2 B FLEIC T 7 € AW HE 2 b3
BB, WlERLEL PR hv. ThHoRIco
WTHRLTBL ZLDETH L. L LOBWENS,
JEftr 24 61 ¢ EUS-BD OIS iE B Th L, + ik
$eze iz 1 F U EUS-CDS/HGS, EUS-AGS, EUS-RV,
+ ¥k zEh d B 4513 EUS-CDS/HGS, EUS-AGS
DVFTNONIAT S W HEZZAS, Q6 IR SN ZTHOMH
FhE & BE OIREEWE L TRINT 5.

EUS-CDS & HGS O#EJUZD T, A B EER
12 & D VAT T B A% v, Prachayakul 5%
VIFF I R SR A5 B SR 6012 1% HGS, 374 B 28
B2 CDS 247V, 2RO FHBIH1E 955%, K
HIBLEN 1L 905%, BF8HEIX 95% THh - 7z & il LT
W5, ¥72, Gupta 5% b FEEROBE 217\, WEIC
I - HIIEDEN o lz 2 #RLTWAS, —
Ji, AR AE A B B s AL IR PASEAERIIC BV T,
EUS-CDS 7213 HGS D\ d s & 72 0 155 75,
Dhir 5*3 2 80 = MiGT 22 455, EUS-HGS A%
WD E RGN FTHLIE2RLTEY, &
DOREERTIUE, TP GRECoBEsT]
BE7) O LIRS BIZE ISR L CTid EUS-CDS % £
—BIRETLHBRNTH .

HBE O 7 LB 12 EUS-BD ORiH O IR N
Hehh, RERESRPMHLEREOLE, WEHE
THIETEM X 2 &% %5 CT  MRI/MRCP, 1
AL SR, BEOBEDEHL & SR
TERETHA. F72, BEEOL LS, EUS
HGS & EUS-CDS O [ifi J5 %% 4R 1] it 7 35 & (X EUS-
CDS %I RE L BbN L. L LTRVTRY
WHSLETH D, ORI T 2 BHOMH LI
ZhwbobBbns, F/2, BRBKEISNTWET
HThd b0, BIRICHT 2B L 132 520,

CQ2 EUSBD (Z#L 7= EUS XO—713?
Q@2 Ry AMEUS 22— 7 DAIPMERHHET
H5.

33% 5% (2019)

oz 1, T¥Fy ALV Cl
ARG S 84 1L (T~9)
JtEH
%L OWMBT, arRy AR ()= T7HEZE)
EUS A =72 HWTOFEIHITINTnE. Y
TIVELEUS 2 2 — FIE RSB TE iz
EUS-FNA & 42 EUS-BD T ANETH 5.
72721, EUS A a—7La2 BB L -HE 3%
V., BB, BRI YNy 2 ZMEUS 2 a—FICB LT
13, EUS-CDS %479 BXICEH T 5 & § % am Uik
ENTWBRY MDY 4 7% BT 52 LIIATHET
Y, WEEHSINLEFKELZBLAI-TTH S
720, BEOHLEICLERASNE .

CQ3 EUS-BD (Zi# U 7-2ERI&t 13 ?
@19G FNA IO 2 L5 5.
(EROBRE 1, TEFY ALV B]
ARG P 87 M (T~9)

3

ZHBIZAA FTAYFEFTTREATbNSL I &
Z#E AL E, BURTIZ19G FNA o253 S,
FEBRIBREORE DL THH ST 5. 22G FNA
SO HHCIIE Z R TE RN D S, LA L,
MEEDH A4 K7 4% (0.02linch, 0018inch) % f#f 3
LMEENRDH Y, 0.025inch, 0.035inch DFA K74 ¥ &
FOBE U CHENE, 754 RIFAREDOH R — MEIZBW
TH 5720, FHEOBDEMEL 2ELE2 65,
T, MBESTA FUAYEMEH L2581, 0025 F72
13 0.035inch DA A R T A4 YIRS 2 0ENH 5.
S ST OEIE, 22 DRI 80 %o B g 41 e R A 051 0 e
L COERPEDHA ST W B  BI5HE DB
MAEE I N, oML IFHERSNL V. &
B, RIBTRERIN TRV, #HHVTIE EUS 7 A
FTF#E#EZ B E L7z Access needle 28RS T B
0, WM YEH LY. Zhid, A5 Ly bk
WKL, HEZHKRICTLEIETHA P74 YOiE
BabiE, PFHEABICTLAILZHMELTVA.
L2 L, gfitkfeiciELrH S L EbhTs), IR
B RLTWDE LT AR,

VB XY, BIETIE EUS-ENA o 19G $h3fEdE =
N5, —7, AFEHEHOERSHIFRE SN TEHT
EUSFNA HHOS T A A FIA Y OFHANPEID LN
TVWRWEWIHIBFEDH Y, BRELEHE OMFEIEK
HHNTWS., T, glltoERICI)EZOHRE
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BB EZT R EEZ LN, WRDE EFHESD
HUWEORRZEL L bR,

CQ4 EUSBD (CELAEAA KT YIE?
@0.035inch ¥ 721y — F % 4 7 ™ 0.025inch ®
ERCP IO # A T4 XY OMHA%RET 5.
BEEOME 2, TEFYALAXL C]
YIRS P 84 pi (7~9)
3
HARTAXELRE L2807 <, STRNIZE <
MESNTVWEHTAL FIALYERELZ EXRIEZ
0.035inch DA F7 4 X DM A% 55 7258, T
IEARFRZ W2 0.025inch N— F ¥ £ TOH A FT7A4
Y OMHAI»EZ T 5. ZOfl, EUS-RV ®EIC short
hydrophilic guidewire 25/ & OHEA 1 11H 5™.
22G FNA $T%fill L7284 1213 0.02linch F 7213
0.018inch DMEFEHN A FIA X EMEHT 525, 714 K7
A X OB, 754 AFEACBI B9 H— MESA
+aThY, FHIEEERZEEZONL. 207
O, TNOOMBEFTA FIAXEMLZEEL
0.025 % 7213 0.035inch DA A K7 4 XI5 H#§ % ph5
HH O BEMBHINT S, A4 FTA YIS 5880
LIHFIChwE Bbh, REEONT X EE L
IwboltEzons. BUEAWSTWS ERCP A
HARTAXIIHESNLLOTHY, Elilst e Rl
FTAHYAITE, R - R R CofBErH L. L
L, EUSBD FCHW A HEHKEE AT LHEANA K
TA XN TR ERENTE ST, BTtk
DFEHTA KT XY ORENLENS.

CQ5 EUSBD OERZREOILIRICHL 27 /81 X
13 ?
@HEIRAD TV =7 =TI, Nv— v %2R
T 525, PEEREEEFNC ISR EEE S A L— 5 Offi
HERET 5.
HERORE 2, TEFY AN (]
IR I 82 pi (6~9)
3
EUS-BD O FHZ B\ CHEFLO IR 1L E 2 0D W #E
H7ULATHY, KT/ AR Stent AT S
FHETRE, SCREHICTS. T2, ZoSakR
) FLATOTICEMT A 2 bR E G, HEL
WHOHTF—FN (TI—=hTF—F)N), Nh—riL
12 & BRI ILERR, F@E S 4 L — 512Xk 5%

13 : 805

PWERD TN TR BV SHE D T /34 XTI
OWHRIIAS & % B A%, WL, FAFEDSF oL - %2
W, MR E oW D D720, L et
NG VAP BIZIEBED T NA ADE TR OWGED
HHZHERT L. $72, 4 FTA Y L REETIE%
\» Needle knife 2 HEFLOILIRIH T 2 & ABFSREDHY
A5 EWMEEINTBY, HHIEEND SN AL
DOBIEIE D NHIHRD ) 2 7 HSE R BWREMED D 1)
PIRTNA ARH A X, HATEAT v ML
REBLRETHL. L L, BEATHOMTIZEL
THFREZ AT B 714 2350, BRI 5.
ARG R T 2 BEA RIS R vw e Bbh,
WLEONT Y APLHEREZEZEZ T I VW D LEEZ
bk,

CQ6 EUSBD Tl ED &L S % stent #{EH TN &
»?
@Covered SEMS O H #3£% 7 % 2%, FEFINIIG U
T Plastic stent O % %E 5 5.
[fERO®RS 2, TEFYALN)L B]
AR P 79 B (5~9)
A
EUS-BD D584 %1% Plastic stent % i i L 72 Biig
DL L MEINTWDLPY, LA L, Plastic stent T
1%, Stent 1Zify o THEFLA & DR H % 3 fa btk
RO EHRER D B 720", il Tlid Covered
SEMS®» W » % % < & & Tw
2 2OSNEEIGI00) =98 191 B O 1 A ) & Hf ZE T,
Plastic stent (3 EF LD Y 27 (OR 495, P=001)
L3N T3, EUSBD HH O Plastic stent b FlFE S
NTWDA, FEHET CORERRIT174% (B
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Clinical Practice Guidelines for Safe Performance of
Endoscopic Ultrasound/Ultrasonography-Guided Biliary Drainage: 2018

Hiroyuki Isayama””, Yousuke Nakai”, Takao Itoi”, Ichiro Yasuda®, Hiroshi Kawakami®,
Shomei Ryozawa®”, Masayuki Kitano”, Atsushi Irisawa®, Akio Katanuma®”, Kazuo Hara'?,

W Naotaka Fujita'”, Kenji Yamao™, Masahiro Yoshida', Kazuo Inui®

Takuji Iwashita
Endoscopic ultrasound/ultrasonography-guided biliary drainage (EUS-BD) is a relatively new modality for
biliary drainage after failed or difficult transpapillary biliary cannulation. Despite its clinical utility, EUS-BD
can be complicated by severe adverse events such as bleeding, perforation, and peritonitis. The aim of this
paper is to provide practice guidelines for safe performance of EUS-BD as well as safe introduction of the
procedure to non-expert centers. The guidelines comprised patient-intervention-comparison-outcome-for-
matted clinical questions (CQs) and questions (Qs), which are background statements to facilitate under-
standing of the CQs. A literature search was performed using the PubMed and Cochrane Library databases.
Statement, evidence level, and strength of recommendation were created according to the GRADE system.
Four committees were organized: guideline creation, expert panelist, evaluation, and external evaluation
committees. We developed 13 CQs (methods, device selection, supportive treatment, management of adverse
events, education and ethics) and six Qs (definition, indication, outcomes and adverse events) with state-
ments, evidence levels, and strengths of recommendation. The guidelines explain the technical aspects,
management of adverse events, and ethics of EUS-BD and its introduction to non-expert institutions.
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