2. BB R
1) SEREWFr Lo MhEAE
2) EPHE LinBEDERE



SRR e G R AR FESE)
ik

é
GECUEwe s

IEMRRSMEBEEOE GG —FEEEREIE—

Wiggids MR B KREREAREME KRR v 2 = Bik
KW B SRR A - AR BuR

S [EIAE 7% #

GHEgkoE CuNKRZERZZBORERIBIAR), 52 MR
AR, W & RERIERATE AR, KRIEGAR
FrRaBEaE (RARRLERAE R AR AR , iSRS
SEER, wEe LW B A W B, ThRPER

TR BRI 2R Ko 3 B BN
BRI HRARISRE RS

E{éﬂﬁiff’]ﬁfﬁmmﬂ)
%)

(
(
ok
(BAHTRZAIRZAERINIAL - B

(fAREE]

BUT OB WA T S A BMRIE, EFHMAEC, BHES, FICEEOSHT S <,
BYEOEBTH S, BMEEL T RIS LGHR L BET 2 20 ITEEO RE L LETH 5.
AL O RMORRGTHO 2L T2 a HIWE Lz, O7 v a— VIERERESE, 4512
SRR T B D b OB IR AN OHERY S CRRD SN, @liléﬁTﬁztﬁE”‘éhéU
B & JEEBAEIR 2 7R L72BI 05 7 )V 2 — W TIE S o 725, FEETIIZZH6 7 A LN OEIRZEH
MRETH o 7o, BRI OROIRALIE T V2 — NV 1E56.8%, J#5E1HE333% TH o7z, BEINL
PEge & LTt CW/HERIOL CIEIERH L) B3 REOMB TR 2BIETH-72. ZOXIET
V= LR TR B SR - TB Y, PHEBIEEROBRREGLE72 b0 LR Sh,
FUIRAL LA OREFE 2 AEIRPHT L, & SRS 2 Ik L 722 W2k e A8 VR e 0 RIS HNCAE Oo <
EEZ BN, @M E B (EUS) OB £ O RHZW~O G 2R L7z, 622 5N
AT E 2w EIEHEE % 3R 2 72ERNC 381 5 EUSIRAS T ORI G IZ— By 5 BE T IR
WEEH IR 5 R EAURIR S Tz,

A. B it & B95C 2 OEP & ST

WA VET B 2 1B PERE S OB G ’ﬂi?#T

R 7 TEREZEAL % o 7 S FEVETRBE O 5 & B. %Ak
m,_nkmof%mﬁﬁﬁia@ghfg SRS TES L, BB D IS kg

722 BATEC OB WiEE I LTI BIER R L7 REBI 7 BB RN e o> B G & il L7z,
R BUEROBEMEDBI L CnB 2T Thd L7, BIEEE }:Eﬁﬂ{"l’rﬁLfJ“ﬁJ@IEn:”‘U?
D, BB ETHOBWIBEESO  DETo BMEER, FEICERICHET L ERPH
A2, MEEMAIEICERRL TWawn v ) #biisy B S, BERRO ,EEA/\U?@T%HL%TTO
g Y S LTV B, 7z.

2T, A CIREEBERENGOMBEALE 1. SRR OREBIR
PHERERSN RO BRRL T, O HEEH LTI AN TV D —RHEDWZ
PR EFEEBHICE 2 E TORBEBAIE  BRLCBIERZ86 L \NBE VL VRE
Bl % AT L CRIB T O & 4 2 BIRIEIR S ORI RERE =R TR L L2 s
Befe, WA RoOME L, @QNBLEBERERE f:631§U0)1‘ AL

(endoscopic ultrasonography; EUS) % 5. 112 4 I 185 & g iz U =0l o052 32 a1 O R
KOF L WA RS LTI 2HE AL wEt &R
L7z, ¥5142, EUSTBMHERZIIEEIZHW — IR BTV 3 — VRIB MR E & R E ST

B ROBE e EoRBN R E, B S4B 346, B EE562) LT



=1

SERMEL SR MEIEIHEE ST £ T/ A

FEIRH D S SEBI 2 WD fEF L BERIKAE PE IR

T CTOHIHE (%) PIEERGE)  ERE%) O ERIE%)  ERIE(%)

7o a— <67 A 14 (24.6) 46.9 3 (214) 8 (57.1) 2 (14.3)

6~127 H 9 (15.8) 46.7 1 11 5 (55.6) 1 4Ly

1~54F 18 (31.6) 454 1 (5.6) 11 (61.1) 1 (5.6)

> 54F 16 (28.0) 47.8 1 (6.3) 14 (87.5) 7 (43.78)

&t 57 (100) 46.2 6 (10.5) 38 (66.7) 11 (19.3)
HEst <67 H 22 (59.5) 55.5 8 (36.4) 12 (54.5) 0
6~127 A 3 (8.1) 49.0 0 0 0
1~54E 3 (8.1 35.7 0 2 (66.7) 0

> 54F 9 (24.3) 41.8 2 (22.2) 6 (66.7) 3 (33.3)

aEF 37 (100) 50.0 10 (27.0) 20 (54.1) 3 (333)

2

o T — VPRSP EEB 15 60 (B 1361, 23
60.95%) &, MMAMBEVLVREREGRILAE
B=ANED O T 3 — VRS & ST S
N7z 57 B (TS5 B, Sk 46.25%), FE7 )V a2 —
WA TERE R 3T B (B 2561, S22k 50.05%) @
FEB % RS Z T O IR & RAE & WA L 72,
3. EUS THAIZER O % 5 iEFl o R =

Mgt

PR 2 SR A WB R LER RS AR
2 L7-ERT, B2 BERERETE Lho
72 340 [0l EUS AT 1RE C BB oo 181k i S 15 % 31
DITH(BEMW: eth=5:2, WS FYERK
537129 % x5 & L, Hill & IFEEZE L
7z. EUS{Z Olympus#t # @ UM 200(7.5 MHz),
UM 230(7.5 MHz), UM 2000(5~ 12 MHz) @ \»
Iz fEHAL, 2R E#EEEUS % ifT L C1
~ 4SRRI L /.

(PR E N DOHLE)
BEOTIANY —REDDA =TI,
W, BN TEERRE L. B8, FHD

AT IZ DWW T B 2 ATV A B A 15 7.

C. IRHER
1. SRS DR & 18RI O FE

— MR & 25 L 7z S S E 258 6112 B \»
TUE, 73— VSRR & BT S
RPN BV TEBERER~NOERESA SN, T
WV T — UM BRI S 0 12.9 % 3 B 4% A 12 1B e
gLBW SNz Flrra—WVEEERELED
36.5% CEMERIHREL, D) H355%0%2

(ALK& =NEF 1990 ~ 1998)

PEER~ER L 7o, FILRFEEZNE O 7L a—
SRR 25 63 61 261 (3.2%) AN B Mk EE 4512 &
THERE L7 EDHERSND, Wb BEH
DT NI VRKEFRECTEEREREREY KT
FEGI T - /2.

2. 1EVERRE ST 2 LU oD IR IR 1 fie

— R r 2 L, WHEICEEKE L
SBWT SN2 T v T — U PR PR B 4 4545 R 8 4
(17.8%) T, LRI SERIEIRAEZ O ST
Wi SEEEIRCROE L, ERPHBL THH T
i L723760(82.2%) (A V3461, FI94E#56.2
%) TlE, JERDS67.6%, FERFEH524%, HEA
JKALAS56.8% (2788 b7z, — 7, MRSk
B 0 2461 1561 (62.5%) (B L1361, T4
H60.9M) I EEIRCRRM L THB Y, ZWEICH
W JEEIE53.3%, BERIEIZ267% T, TV
D= VB L) HES K o 728, A
JRAGIE 56.8% T 7 b 2 — U184 & 1T ITTFH
UHECTH o /2.

REFFE TEMER EED S NI2946 Th
B L, JEIRHE D & FEDNICEBIER S &
LENTDIZT IV — VI EEELETIL24.6%
(14/576D) Th o 7=Dizxt L, HREEEELE T
1£59.5% (22/3741) L BHETH - 72 (K1), L
L, INHDRERD D BLIEEZ RO R \ER]
DHEFE IR MERE S TIE364% b H Y, T a—
WEIBMERESE X 0 05 72(21.4%) . ATRILDOHE
JEICTRER CED e o7z, HIZ5ELL ERi S
JEIRAS® o 72 HEBAST IV 2 — VT 28%, K%
N 24.3% E VTR L4501 % H, FIRALAS



x2 BERELRHEECHO EUS BT REOED

TRl EUS R R E
() (A WMEEUS 2@ E 3 H 4 B
1 38 HBE HY 14 3 3 2 nd
2 73 B Hb 46 4 3 3 2
3 45 B HD 12 4 3 4 nd
4 51 B B 15 5 5 nd nd
5 72 By B 25 3 3 3 nd
6 50 i L 24 3 3 nd nd
7 49 L HD 12 5 5 nd nd

o2 BN E FETE v LT L 52 R0 5 EUSHME TOREE L&

B 5 RETAOBABZE DB H21L

*EREHRE 3~4 ) BIEBMHERES, 5~6; PEERMEES, 7~9; EAEEMEEL

TN —= VT 87.5%, REEMET66.7%, MRz
LA%6%, 222%TH o7,
3. EUSIZ & 2 i & W2
FIEHEERA TP LIEMNT, HHok
FIR% [ % T & Lo 720340 B EUSH A T HH
DB HEBESAR % FR0 72 76 & i X 1S B8
L7z& 2 A, EUSHIRADEAL L7ER & 42 %
AL L7 o 72BN H - 72 (582). EUSOEEHT
R, & L Tld hyperechoic foci, hyperechoic strands
WEFTRD LN, Zib O RIS E 2
BFEEAEHEEL 22> 72(51,2). 76+
EUSFT o Ew 2326112380 67248, 161Ti
B REPEE L, 400 TIIEBIL L 2o 72,
EUSOEEFTROZE L2168z ks, tho6d]
TEHEBI A VBAERAY v FPESINTWw
7. L LRSS EbH Y, B
B BALF R ETHHIIN L 2o /2.

D. £

KEFFECik, UToL) REBRELOREDS
Wro—Bh & R BHEREHL P E L.

1. ZhF CEEEHREEEORIZ LD 5 AR
KOEEIF11~25% L& SN TWB D,
FRRD 7 V3 — )V oBkiz & AER T, ERR
M BVEE R 2 4 ) R AR L 2
ENTWBLIENENEEZ SNL, SRIO
FERERM, S, T o VHERBEREREGON
30%ABMERERANEHER L T ZEFHL R
ol TTICHREINTVWALHIZH, JE
RENE RO ETRER TIZABICHET L, 548
THAKILOBEEA SN, LaL, Ihb

DIEFNZ BT S R DB T TIZBIERE
R VRN R E NI L OMmE D H 5
A, BEMORZRRBEEEOREIZHE L T
T RBRD e ST W,
AEOWIEDORE R 6, BUHEEREORIGIC
WF200RINH B Z ENHEL IR - 72(H3).
EADORNL, SMEREL BV M B B ~HEAT T
AHLDTHAH, FIZ7TVI— VBEEIZES D
T, MDF 7V VHEERERE LTS
NBHS, EMERIEMEE D KL CIRIEEDIME
TLC, BEELEE LTBlshs L9k 5.
DL BT, BRBERORAIKIEE
B CHE L, —MoOREOKRKEGFEL LTOR
JRILBR EZ R LB DTH L, SMERTI4BO
13~ 18EBOWIFE TN/ L 2 H, BMEEKD
HERFITERET28I%TH o202 L, E
FEBICTIL16.7% T, BYERERIEZ B~ & RR
FED ZNEN149% L 148% TH ), wWHAME
RS D FIE T & 8RR oD R L R R SRR
DN hrol®, LaLl, 7ThIa— VT
AWEROTIENI24% 12D FZO L, B
RIEZHI~DOEITH 260%BIEL TWDH. —H,
FERS M SRR AR B T, FRSEIL17.9% T,
BYEERA~NOERBEILL130%THY, 7 I
MEOFI/2OMETH H., ZO I TR
N HEBERELEANOERICIE, BOBEORE X
DLEMEROKRRPIRKELESF LWL I L
ERLTWA,
BE20HNE, WERIZH OO HERD R <, EE
WCHEOBEN T L, EREHEAIOHZ T
OB A, REDFEE T & W EME



20005128
FLIUGHIM HEDICAL OOULERE

2001 53R
FLEUSHIMA EDICAL OOLLEGE

2002%1H

Fk 2ot TED

1) Hyperechoic foci
2) Hyperechoic strands
3) Hyperechoic ductal margins

1) Hyperechom foci
2) Hyperechoic strands
3) Hyperechoic ductal margins

1) Hyperechoic foci
2) Hyperechoic strands

1 G138 E M, EUSHT Rz s

20015 12R

2003%2A4 2005%4R

LRSI IR

=

1) Hyperechoic foci 1) Hyperechoic foci

2) Hyperechoic strands 2) Hyperechoic strands
3) Lobularity 3) Duct dilatation

4) Hyperechoic ductal margins

1) Hyperechoic foci

2) Hyperechoic strands

3) Lobularity

4) Hyperechoic ductal margins

2 JEBI3: 4555, EUSH ROZEB)E

%ﬁﬁ:@ﬂ B ALk, PEPESE & E 2 B NTER DS, LT LS BEDOD
EUSIAE T, BHOBMUREGEZEZ OND WHEZARTLEUELENERT D & 13 2
H@Eﬁ%%%ﬁirmf% ABES B &% #Erod

BERFEVED T2 WIEB CIEBEAB E A RIE 3 2 W A INTTOBRFPLEIE L COREIR & Z T
HARsh/zZ L n, EUSHT AL R 0E  BREOHICIZKAIRT &) 2BHESE 2 5N



1 SRR RAEMERER W g8 et -
A .
N

ZmEReER

Gk

SRR TR

M SR
N O | pems

BRUTERT AeJkE

% FET A2

NEERE

X3 BB S Ao RHR R

A
T;‘E HE A R N S B S -
f%g (2) B ERE _ T
’ = =TT | mems
il e
2| () BRELTEBBGEDLE)
O BEREE
B
i34 BEEORE (HEER) =g
B4 FEEGEORAT & SIS W

TV — VR I B R A
TORFEESCHA R RO 5 NLH, HREEMEREL
WS L5 BT BREMBERPRERE S E L 2 605 2 a7k ERE R

TN
R

IR A Z LA TERN

. BRSO T & O R EREE T
H P, BHENZER e HET RS THL L
ZErbhn, RYIBWERDREEE FERICE
REOHRVIERRPRAEFT R 20 TTIFTY,
TR ERE R L TIIB T i A 2 &
FRETHL L, WEREZET SELZ0EE
EOREIIE 2 Y, BAEOBME RO RBAM
BRMBEOMMA L T DA HE L TR Lo T
LEH) s WiHEHRodLEMER,

2 BIGERMNRDY S % BB E R OB

LTV T — VR RERIC B W TE 3R A
LBNARXEEZOLNS.

E. #5R

1. BREST VI —I)VOBEROFIT, R
SEERA R ETENICEIENEANE TN
5.

D

$J<<l_'_ L
T, @R LTk

HESE BB M S 3L 5 F54E il A & 1R

73— MARRPERE S F S B O 30% R

BERENERET L2 EEH P TH LD, EEMN
DERVCLEGEOREIIRATH - 72, RIEK

TEMEERE G R EMNIIREREL R & L
THETRETH DL, —FHET V- VIEREN
EROBIIZOWTIERDZ L {, 28R
B hME B oI R EE & Bbiz.

2. EUSHZE CHREIC BB AR 5 1L B IEH)
THABET 5 X9 BRBERFEVEN 2 WIERF] T IR
GEOREPEIRF SN,

D12 e o B ER R BIE BRI X 0 2
LT EkRPELNE L, RUZWAELRET S
72OV A I OXS IS LETH ), [AE G )
GIENLAREEDH L EEZ LN



F. BZ3ik opments. Gastroenterology 2001; 120: 682-707.
1. AR S B A IR I AR R R 4.
B ERERERRZ WA LE (H R 2, 199548). G, BERBRIER

Felig 1995; 10: xxii—xxvi. Sl |
2. HARBESS. 0K S BRI RIR 2 W
HE2001. R 2001; 16: 560-561. H. Bk
3. Ablze=, Wl E AR E, RJIEE B L HURE a7 L
Mg DT, B 1999; 14: 74-79. 9. Endhgedk SR

4. Otsuki M. Chronic pancreatitis. The problems of

diagnostic criteria. Pancreatology 2004; 4: 28-41. . HRVBTEEOERE - BRI (FEEZED)

5. Raimondo M, Wallace MB. Diagnosis of early 1. HEEFUE EM L
chronic pancreatitis by endoscopic ultrasound. 2. EHHELEEE FUn L
Are we there yet? ] Pancreas (online) 2004;5: 1 3. Foih BALD
7.

6. JEAE R R B R B SR 18
TERE R e ER R E. H & JFE 1987; 8: 359
387.

7.RW B, HATAE, WHE D), GUERSkEE, A
AR, TR, MEEESE, HHO4, Al
Bth, RIREFI—, RO E, BETOn. (8t
KOEENELRE. EAFEE SRR B TR
WFe RS ia R B 9 5 AT ZEEE F
1% 14~ 16 4E AR & F 035 & 2005; 125-129.

8. Kloppel G, Maillet B. Pathology of acute and
chronic pancreatitis. Pancreas 1993; 8: 659-670.

9. Ammann RW, Heitz PU, Kloppel G. Course
of alcoholic chronic pancreatitis: a prospec-
tive clinicomorphological long-term study.
Gastroenterology 1996; 111: 224-231.

10. Ammann RW. A clinically based classification sys-
tem for alcoholic chronic pancreatitis: summary
of an Internal Workshop on chronic pancreatitis.
Pancreas 1997; 14: 215-221.

11. Migliori M, Manca M, Santini D, Pezzilli R, Gullo
L. Does acute alcoholic pancreatitis precede the
chronic form or is the opposite true? A histologi-
cal study. J Clin Gastroenterol 2004; 38: 272-275.

12. BHFEM. BESMEZORYRGERE. BEA
57 B MG R R Oa IR FR 3R 3 A MR L
B4 2 AT REE P14~ 164 E IR A 78
& 2005; 89-92.

13. Etemad B, Whitcomb DC. Chronic pancreatitis:

diagnosis, classification, and new genetic devel-



B A S@REM e BB 4 ERE TR BT JE 3 E)

EEUIE R e

TIVA—IVHEEEDMELE (F) ORIKESE
— Alcoholic Pancreatopathy —

/R e R G P
A B

L7924
¥z AIER
PSRN S
R
IR R

R EE DR (R 1 R 58 A RBEN R
Hom # L B A R B R,
RESFEIRHE R RERE v 5 ),
HRIERR M LA - — SR

o~~~

AR5 -
R BER AL

AR T
RAAR 5%

FrREBEIE Gl EBERI KB LA )
s BN KRARERREL Y 5 —)
CHEMRE L W B A& W B

BIEENAL TR SN T A BRI AR,

(MREE]

HA% G eEEEIC BN, TIVI—VEHKITEEEROFERO@EBLE Y 5O, KRICBT S
YRS D 2003 E AWM EE SRR TH7.5% % HDO T WA, L DTNV I — VIEEEREAESL, RE
DRI & B HEEREREBEWSEIICER SR, ZOBRICKEDEFEEREMERIZERLIN TN ..
EREERBIREEMFRELZHEL TBHT, £
WL BEEHIEICETHCERLTWA L EEVEY., 20X RBEPL Y —F V7 NV—T%
WAL, BENAETBGTE AR WEEOIER % #E L2,

A BIRED

TV a— VPEEHERE R ORRE, HREEEZ
259 AT, TIa— VEEELET 2> G1EH,
BEIrOEHERBELZED/—EDANRT M T A
TR DEZEZFVHRAN R a e A%
2>9Od A, Ammann 513 140B OFFEMET )V 2 —
WSRO T8% MBI ICRIT L2 &
% ¥4 L, Zurich classification 1997 T, recur-
rent attacks of clinical alcoholic acute pancreatitis
7OV a— VB EER O early stage &V ED
W AW, BEHWL TSRO MR
KW ELE2001 T, T TIZEHRL T2 RE
OHRDEMERE LTSNS Z & MER
LTRSS Nh G, BEOBKMEELH) 120
2, T a— VHEEEORE CEE M2
EE DRI OBRB COWBEBROMME, Tobbl
CEMIORE R COBFEE L 1T 2 5 A
DWENNEETH L., F0720, OTINVIT—)N
MEEEDRPREOEFR L, QRIEEEDH
itz B9 E LC20034F & 17 v a— v
WEEBWIHESL Y — % v 77— 7 ) TheET & BiG
L, 7ha— )VEEEESRIRE, [7Ta—

JV 4 5 (alcoholic pancreatopathy) | O 75 7 2
Z(BWILHER2003) DIRE LT T &2 G4
W, 7oV a— VIEBEZ AR L X0 FRMIC
M5t L, expertopinion & L CIEZEL, R %
SRR O R E 4 TR T .

B. HARFA&E

2003 FE V2B L 72 7 IV o — U PR R RS 2 25 W e
ST =¥V SNV TEUR L, SRR
T—X TNV T ERMAB L. BHEEED
Mrens kb BT V- VEEREDR
WiELHE TR LT, U —F v 77— TR
L7z, #OBEIZED, 20034FI2/EK L 7221
HUEZ2003 2 XL, L0 ERICEIL 22 WE
BRAERT L EZEELI.
(AR H A~ D BLRE)

e ic s L, MEHEF O AEHREELR &
T BRTE D BECE L2 T o 7.

C. HEHER
1. 73— L HEREEIC B 5 AR EE
FOv O — VHEFEE L, FEEIC LT



K1 T VEEREEIIBI L EEE (F)

1H HAE#E 3 & (alcohol 80 g/day) LA L OfKIT* BB L LTTH b 0.
BEERTIVI—NVL 7Ty 2 A(ADTEES L.
*TNVA=NA 2Ty 7 A(AD = 1HEKE T )V a2 — Vi (BAL 0 g) X EEE AL © )

(BARW1E =72 — )b 27g THHE).

xR2 7o VPRSI 2006

fMBER D L I REBOHIEIC LY
BMBELEOBMENDH D L 0.

1.
2. SRR L, AT AEALEHER(ER, T#, BHEZ 25555 0.
3. M BERESR (P A amylase, lipase 7z &) DS ER R b 0.

4. BEIBEEESET, IECRERT 2 L E22LNLELH LS D.

M~WownFhh1IBE 2R L, EBEa S, BE B oEEEsEs L)
PEESN, T a—VHEaEE, 7V a— ViBHEEL YW b 0%, [ 7L a—

WA & 5.

REEDERY DM H 5O LT, 7a—
B EICHE L CIEEE OB v E &
T 5. Rk 2 8IE G AR % 5F 2,
SER SN T v a — VB & L CERE
BIZHZ T b 0wy 2 LITLITREEB SN S,
L L, KEHKIEGO ) LEREL R SHE
T10%BFREE & s, 7o — VBN ERE
BID30% I ZHEAHKIEREED 7V a2 — VEIE T
HbHEDREFHLH O,

T D= VEBEREREOT VO — VEIEIC
B L T &, retrospectiveZ (144 +79¢g/ H 19
4E il (Marseille, France), 150189 g/ H 174F 1
(Europe, South Africa)”, 397 286 g/ H 21 4F [
(BraziD® 7%z & O #5H3% 5 —J5, Zurich classifi-
cation 1997 Tix, 1H80 gLl LD 7 v I — VR
BOBZE TN a— VIEBEBEROEIEL LT
AP,

AWEBEO TV o — VI ERES LR
2003 Tix, 19864EAER S 7z 7 )V o — )L Tk
EORIFEREL 7 g — VPR EC D EST
LTl Leh, LLEoREr 26 Zurich classifi-
cation1997 12 # UC, T1H HAREREI S (T IV
I—-180g/ U LD ZEEE LTI b
DNIEHEL72(FED.

2. [ 702 — L MEIREEE | O AL E D

BIED 7 v 3 — VISR S W 2L T,
BHOBRELZILBRT LI IINETH L Z &
5, I ZKRMOREL W2 TEFEIRE 2§ 5
eI L LT, [P a— VKR B35

T Ib 1 — Ik R
RIAEFEL

BERIEZH
(73— L)

1 7 VR OB SR

L7z, L7223 T, 70— VHEEERE OME
DT & LTUE, WREMFIEF %L RV ET S
gateway & L CTOERVZ L EE 2 5 72(¥
D. 2070, EROBWEETEY LIFb5h
TV 5, BEATR - WA RICR LT, vF—
¥ CHAT S B RIS E A LAMIHIR T 5 2
L& L7-(GR2).

D. &

RS L, THEREEOMEE HEx2E) B
B EITHIET S0 % BERMEIL s, FoiER
MBS 2 ERRORE L ER I N L, T
I—VIIEEEDA =V T —¥ —, SOt —4%—
ELTECEZEZLNTWAR, 7Ta— ik
BEEEZEORBIIZCE AW AN L V. 7L
O — VIEREEOFERF & LT,

D Oxidative stress theory

(@ Toxic-metabolic theory

(® Obstruction theory
@ Necrosisfibrosis theory
BEDRDHITONTWAE?, L LF0ORERREIZ



L ComRizdn <, WEEIZBT AT
[Zdr 725, WO HEHEIIZDOWTIEIZE A
EH ST W v, TV O - VIRREREE OG
WrEEzLEE, BRUWLEZERL, TOWE
R D B Z EDRNDLERTRTH B, Ll
BIRTE, 7va— VEEREEOREYE % pro-
spective |2 EFT 5 2 & IEREET, REIMFTE A
VBN B SREOWRET, 7)o — Wk
RE DB AL HE 2 o L 7.

M 70 2 MR 22 BB 0 5 H 10 % R
LD EEEIFR HnW2 &3P, 7 a— )il
WEAICHRENIFA L 2w b, TV a— )
BEREE121E 7 L T — b IS o fa R F- (co-factor
for alcoholic chronic pancreatitis) % M5t 3 5 L E
B b E#E 2z 65Ntz TIGER-OWIZ I8 i %
OfEERERFPFERICH TN TBY, ZOHT,
O, OEIEHE, @O#BMLZTRFEETIVI—
W E L BRI H L EEZ LN T WY
BHW. 2D L&D fcofactor I L T, S B
WY ALERD L.

L4F B LI 13 expert opinion & L C Z D2 W&
WARE L, BHEEEEZHORSE, TLa—
VERMRE B OEBRE, REKIEGORE
e ERAT, TV — VIHREE |0 B IR T
fEEA L, 7ov o — VIEEEERRGE L To%

Wk 7o a— VBRSO RIT 2 MGEE L
TV X2y,
E. #&5h

Toa— VIEEEEORIRE L LT, il

SEHEDBIRRAL L, 7V 3 — VIRIE ORI i
72006 & /ERLL 72
F. B0

1. Amman RW, Muellhaupt B, Meyenberger C,
Heitz PU. Alcoholic nonprogressive chronic pan-
creatitis: prospective long-term study of a large
cohort with alcoholic acute pancreatitis (1976~
1992) Pancreas 1994; 9: 365-373.

2. Amman RW. A clinically based classification sys-
tem for alcoholic chronic pancreatitis: summary
of an international workshop on chronic pancre-
atitis. Pancreas 1997; 14215-14221.

W

Bisceglie AM, Segal L. Cirrhosis and chronic pan-
creatitis in alcoholics. J Clin Gastroenterol 1984;
6: 199-200.

Gumaste VV. Alcoholic pancreatitis: unraveling
the mystery. Gastroenterol 1995; 108: 297-299.
JuLg, R B, BOE & RHEEE, Wl
BT, BIETEYG, BV, FHEEHES, A
W, EsE. TV a— VIEEAOFEEF A
R R BT OAT. 5748 a1 B IRt
FeR A TR BB S R TE P16
R & 2005; 134-138.

Layer P, Yamamoto H, Kalthoff L, Clain JE,
Bakken L], DiMagno EP. The different courses
of early- and late-onset idiopathic and alcoholic
chronic pancreatitis. Gastroenterol 1994; 107:
1481-1487.

Durbec ], Sarles H. Multicenter survey of the eti-
ology of pancreatic disease. Relationship between
the relative risk of developing chronic pancreati-
tis and alcohol, protein and lipid consumption.
Digestion 1978; 18: 337-350.

Dani R, Penna FJ, Nogueira CE. Etiology of
chronic calcifying pancreatitis in Brazil: a report
of 329 consective cases. Int J Pancreatol 1986; 1:
399-406.

. Stevens TS, Conwell DL, Zuccaro G. Pathogenesis
of chronic pancreatitis: An evidence-based review
of past theories and recent developments. Am J
Gastroenterol 2004; 99: 2256-2270.

10. Etemad B, Whitcomb DC. Chronic pancreatitis:
diagnosis, classification, and new genetic devel-
opments, Gastroenterol 2001; 120: 682-707.

11. Saluja AK, Bhagat L. Pathophysiology of alcohol-
induced pancreatic injury. Pancreas 2003; 27: 327
-331.

G. fREERIER
B3P

H. ZRHE

1. @CHE F4LL

2. FEEEX HALL



l. FAMVBFEEOHE - BRI (FEEZET)

1. Fris B LD
2. EHPEEH #H4%L
3. Zoil BELAP



EAFER B M IE (TR B w7 E)

ZEiEl e e

B ER R GORE RIS ER S EDEL
—EUS HRMO#KE—

reEmEE R B
K =

A 5EE
ANEEE, 1

KRB RARR R v 4 —
PESEEBER S by -

% (HBRIERLZES M),
RIFEARGE (GBI R AR RE AR
g O mt #0328 3A % Be 3 RD
JHEMRE, w|hke L % B £ W B,

(77223
AV DO

7, FIEE (REFH CROEM A2 58 Z BUERbe AR
FrimBg e CGRAL R R BE R LA RERA2)
TR, BAE
SR (R RZERAFEAMRERIEE)

fil (RlER KRB e

LCIdEE

B H o7z

g0 BLHE B & 30HR T & SRR S

(REE]

BHEREA A BB L, FROKERHS 2 L IITAAOEBERERD WL E R TR - %
Abhb, ZZCHBREEOBREFEE LTA(ERLTYS
nography; EUS) O 1@k 4 BB Wi 1o x4 2 & R E 2 et L7z, PIRER Y8 AT B 15 52 (endoscopic
retrograde pancreatography; ERP) CIEEHIZBEOZELEZ /R TIEH TIZEUS TRIRE . a0 —,
BRSO — 7 EOWESEE OBALDNERIICBIR Sz,
Fx B HEOEEL T, ERCPEBEZLBIOME» b BE-THTR, BERITR, BEAKILIZ
M 25030 R, StUFRR2ERLZFRE L. AkBra—, RRBza—-piERza—I12H
& BEVIRITE A E b o 728, RAHEN A NN, g, A —ro—, BRRCER)
BT — B L CREEEE I LB ERD S Y, SHREUSEHERIZ B 5 BRETT ROKELWEIZT 540
F 72 EUS TR %38 - 72V EB OB MR R & U ERICid, #IEMAR2 5 JUR

Hra—tRRBII-PFROON, K CHEERLE & 53R o -4 o7z, EUSIHRAE TIEM%

HBE NS IR A (endoscopic ultraso-

D
EUSOFEIZB ¥ A AT R.IE, Wallace D1

A EBED

AEFHIH2E L FHRSEVEGRETH 218 H%
gk, BEOIER W R BB & 1 o 7o i
DR LR L ERSN, IR 2B
HiEpF oo CERY. Larl, HfT02
WAk e 1 oor U CTRR RIS BIR 2 B R DR
HEZHLTCWE2TTHY, BUEROMNIE,
HERBAIF B L T v J &) BEp %58 <
ENTWBEY, BEREEY BN L, TR
DEEL XL Z LB EEE RS AEES
MAECHREEZ2 5N b, AW TIE, B
HREOMEFERE LTALELL T EE
W N $E A (endoscopic ultrasonography; EUS)
ABVERE S O B EAS W B & 5 % E L7z,
ZZC, FTEUSTHE SN EMEEKRZ
WHEETLIHEORERAAREL, TOHEEKOD

R VAR

B. HiAiE
1. EUSKEZHWEOBZIZ DN TOERE
g ET
EUSHAE OER, FHB L CBEOHTTITH
REILBRAREESOTELREMEI»OHBE I N
72« JIB 38 S 38 o A5 HE A 3 LR RS BE S B R
& 175200341 BIC AT L7 BE RN I X
B« BEGEFEIR O R AR R A
FoEgENMoRA, REIEHER
The Minimal Standard Terminology (MST)in
Gastrointestinal Endosonography® (2 # U 7z & &
ATV, HH & A ST ROBEER 7 | g %
ERL7.



2. ERPIZHBT 2 Gt 2Ll 1 %
EUS A&

R B2 VERESS % 58V, ERP & EUS % [A] B
WZHEAT L 728 S IR LR R R Z N O ER] %
& & L7z, ERPTC OB 1% 1 Cambridge cri-
teria 2 & 1 BRI LY, BEERICEEDN R o7z
BB ETEEOEALZBO - 1IB 2R E L/
EUS & hyperechoic forci (FUK 5 L 1 —), hyper-
echoic strand (IR & = 7 —), lobular out gland
margin (A% ANE), lobularity (EE 5 3EA1L),
cyst( & i ), atrophy( Z #f# ), inhomogenous
echo pattern (/N #5 — 1 1 —), duct dilatation (J
BYLR), side branch dilatation (5FEEEPETR),
duct irregularity ( i & “~ 25 ), hyperechoic duct
margins (& 1045 = .2 —), stone(JEA), cal-
cification Cf1Jk k), S SICBHIRCGHLAR) BT o —
eATRE LCTHY B, 2OMBEE % e L
7z.

3. EUS E{& DD e

EUSIZ BT BIEDRE B x gL 5720
(S i v o/ R T e T T TG ST oY e A I
Wk, BVECOZVEEEHO,E L &
HIZEUSOEZFTRIZOWTHR— %K - 7.

4. EUS TR & 5 - 7 EBI O M

FEHFHCTRERVIERKFEZNR 222
L7z, HorZER2FEETCET, AR
EUSHA TR O@MEERGEEEZ Hh, 0
BOEUSHAETL REFR L2 L 676(5
= 5:2, W FHFEED3.7 £12.95)
AR E L. WIEOEUSHE TRENLED
N U R A
(f BRI~ D BLRE)

BEIADTITANY —RED DL =T
o, i, BLTERBSARREE L. 2BIE,
FRIZEUSIZ DWW T T 2B 2 1T, FE%

4

157,

C. IRHER

1. EUSHr ROFEHE(L

BT OB YEE R ERIR S W 25 26\ 2 BT B 1RH1E
Hra—REZL2BERERIIOVTORED
BERR RO THBIIEUSICIEA T+ TH
D, BANTREICHEHCTELHAEEZHEEL

F1 EUS CEZEShALEORKR

Hyperechoic foci (#IRE T I—)
Hyperechoic strand (#RE 1. 7 —)

Lobular out gland margin (GUiFANEL)
Lobularity (S2E73-%#1k)

Cyst (FEj2)

Atrophy (ZE#i)

Inhomogenous echo pattern (f~"¥—r1 1)

ks Aees

B

Ductal dilation (& H55R)

Side branch dilation (7 FEEER)

Duct irregularity (FEEA %)

Hyperechoic duct margins (B g« 2 —)
Z DA

Stone (JEA)

Calcification (FJRAL)

R L)

7z, EOEUSHEIZE AT /12 2 v T i, Digestive
Endoscopy @ International Working Group 7 #¢ %
L 72 The Minimal Standard Terminology (MST)in
Gastrointestinal Endosonography, version 1.0° %
AL, BICEBHEEZORHELZRTLO
ELTHEERICEDARE 2RO E L2 14THH
) BV, TOHELRIOL ) ICED. BE
FETIR, BERAA, BOkcE+sd
DIFTR, FUREAERZITRE L $72,
INGOBRER LR L A FZ, BIRET
= —(hyperechoic foci), £k 5 1. 2 —(hyperechoic
strand), I #& 4~ % (lobular out gland margin),
FE 53 %1 (obularity) 1E EFEE TH 5N 5T R,
ELTEETH-7. F/2, A3¥—x 23— (inho-
mogenous echo pattern) &, HATZ L F Tl
ENTELEADOTRR) S a—FEH L v
AWVwELI— \ESREEEL, EHA/R?D
By B,
2. EUSPr RO RYE & H M

FHA B 8 & HEE & L4 ERP CREE (5078
FEZAL 2 7”9 B & B BIE R BIC BV TEUS @
OfT Joo MHBEHE & Miad L 72 (552). ERPIZHBIT
5 BEE BB E 2ALBI O EUS O 25 i %, BE
WigE T a—, R\ a—, BRET -
LCAHALN, VTN E0%LLEOEETH - 72,
L7 L, ERP EIEFIZEE 2RO o 7261 T



F2 BUBEOERPICLOBENRIL S EFCEEEEF THEINS

EUS Fr 7o 8 R
ERPAT R
EUSHT R EE (%) TR R (%) Odds p-value
(n=28) (n=11)

HIREmTa— 32.1 72.7 5.6 p<0.05
N ey 57.1 63.6 1.3 ns
PEIRE L O — 7.1 9.1 1.3 ns
g3l 21.4 18.2 0.8 ns
AIxAL/ A 0 0 — ns
AL R 14.3 36.4 34 ns
B g m - 57.1 81.8 3.4 ns
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