8. FEMMERESEH migsss 103

B S ML RIERLN CHDF (1, SRETLOERERIET 3N P 55 © #2E C1

ERESUERTRIZIR MWREELZ), SUERLE AT L6014, INSOEFICHLTIE, A
TR LToRRE: b2, MLEN (hemodialysis : HD), #HehYIML#E®E (continuous hemofiltration : CHF),
Frve Y LB EHT (continuous hemodiafiltration : CHDF) #AYH W 54T & 7z (renal indication)o F 72, W
ROFELBESIE) 2HEWEELES R 2T L THL 2 OIIT SN TE IR (peritoneal lavage :
PL) ®MEsc#: (plasma exchange : PE) 24 1), 4 H Tk CHDF 25T 815 & 9 127% - 72 (non-renal
indication)o B AEFHXIHE L LTH CHDF I3 ZDFMEZRT LN 4 OWFESER IR TB YD, &
BREsHE L, BERESMEMEICNT 2 HRnlian & LCaTEhTwb, LaL, 4BFTICIn6D
BEHEEMET L2 RCT @b Ty,

SR 10 SEEEOIE 57 B RTFEEE O BAE SR S0 A M LB O 1T IR, SIFIC DOV TORTEY (L
4) TRAFIZ B 5 MK HLEE CHDF MR b £ < fibhB b, SMWERRAES S 3 BLINICEE Lz
Bl LoRETid 4 BUPBRICBIA L Z2BRICIE L, SBCEPIFEZIECEE (15748, 31.3% vs 23/42, 54.8%, p<
0001) AVRENTz. —7, MEELERETAICBWTH ZFOHRRIMETESL LD TR, KT
PEPEBIEBNIC BT B CHIL 80% 2 M A TH Y, MEELEPERERIGEZ FHTA00TII AW & H ik
NHENTWDE, WFRIZE L, TOREBIEL MO AXRZ T 7 THY, WHITENMBEEELEOMEIS, FiBD
4 Ir7, WATHIHE, RSN MEELEORY, wWIhd—~E TR, ZOMROEELEE T2
bOTEZV. LAL, TORERICL2Db 5T, WEIEIREE THROE S N WIEFICSH L T,
CHDF OEAZZETRETH b,

SR 11 AR IR ST R Y B B TR S IS BT A PMMA o o #4825 % F v 72 CHDF (ZB$ 2 HF28i3
(Ly )%, BEREZMAEZ WY % CHDF O BGIEHE L L TS5 LTI CHDF 2 Bl T& % ¥
A3 Y7 TICUILAETELMNE (BESMBEDOIETEZ W25 CHDF Bt $ T07+10 H) & ICU A=K
T TIRBSTAE T FAEL T8 (CHDF B T58+87 H) @ 2 MM CTHMBAERER, ik
RBELZZODOTHE, ZORRE, HERICHLTEEEE L2000 (12/12, 100% vs 10/11, 91%, ns),
WENOBEL B DAY A M A CORTHRD SN, MBFASTELHNIC CHDF 2B CE2HICBWT
HAREICEZBHENRDORIERI MR o 72 (1/12, 8% vs 7/11, 64% p<001)o LA*L, ZTOWZEDL L b A
77 AT EBETH Y, WL 2 MO BEREENAE — 2 TRl S 5 720, CHDF ORI EFHizh
ZARTICRESE, TUARY T4 TRBREADPULETH D, o THEDO L Z A, WNWEBREMEZWEL 2
BERAE TR E LCo CHDF BEEMICEIT 24 7Y a v EONEBEIITTH b,

PE 3O MEELETIERETELVES TEYE L MERF TER TEL LV ) FHEDL-TEBY, &
WRIIAE 2 £ 9 BRI B TR O @2 0 2 ET & BREROWESHE (LY HY ShTwnb,
LA L, ZORBIBHPHEARETHHRIIOWTIZIEFr 2d %L, MiF triglyceride >1000 mg/dL %
AR ILE 2 B ) BEEBE SR L C PE 238 AT 5 LA OR#EE L PE EA DB ORBEORF 2 ik L2
BET (L )% ClRIESREESOGIHERIER (6/34, 17.6% vs 11/60, 183%) R (2/34, 59% vs
4/60 6.7%) IZHEERIRD Lk o7,
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| ERYEBEBESEEE - HEERERETEE

| ca49 | BRARBREEE - ARERATEIEAL A RERERAOLRCERD 7 |

RERPOEANEERAEE - TEEBEMEEEEI RSB RORTESL SO
LMBEAHEDEECE TS B FREMI $5 [ #EE CI

— BRI, B ITF LB L SN TEFOBITHIK S, BRI, SUSIENRIEL T, FBERHP 5 MO
BRI, WEBUNMEBRREEAH 55 7250, BEHIRAGICES SN2 3N LRI BE LI Qve BEIETERE %
EFVCE B EREAHETIE, BRI RIS E GUBEEE) ISR L T, B2 2Bk o A %
EHRCHES T ARRENEC L Y, BHOMEERNEIED X OHURE O MR IR SRR L, W
ORRERIE L, BEELETEEL I EPRESIN TV, F/o, AWBETEIBIEICELRF L
LB, MUMEBRRSE, BEROTIEC X 2MNURTEROMS S B S Tw by, HATHESL
AR OEESHEEE R ERIE DIC OBRBEETHH 0, FEHDS T ICHARICEEST 5 2 L1 X ) BERR
B AR COBBRERERWEL, MNIRTEEIREN T 5 WML L 65 s Rtk b b 5. EESM
WA 2 EFEEREEIRESEORM 2 B KBICBEITICELE S 57000 drug delivery system T
Hbo

IR 45 1 R B 1 TR S 3 I S 38 nafamostat mesilate 3 & OHUHI 3 imipenem ORI ENE,
nafamostat mesilate BMBENE (PURESISREHIROILS), BRFTEIEAREIFGTT (nafamostat mesilate 33 L U
PRSI RERITES) © 3B OWTHRE L2 T, SBTRIIENEN 6.7%, 13.6%, 438%, M
WA DR IX 2 N E N 0%, 22.8%, 50%TH Y, nafamostat mesilate 3 & O imipenem O EEREIZEIE 2

BV, BENS 7T HUMNIZAR LA EHER % 3R & LT prospective {2 nafamostat mesilate
B X 0 imipenem OB RFTBIEREE & T L 7RO W T, FoED SEEMIA E TORM LT, A0FE
S s A WO L 7o M TR, SO S 48 BRI DL OB AR I BRAGTE, 48~72 e COBTERMATE, 72 IR DL
B DB EBIIAEEC BT 5 A TR % A5 & 3 A IR R SRIE E N2 281%, 364%, 57.9%, LRI
32%, 91%, 263%TdH Y, A8 WL BERRED B S BT, 72 MDA S IC i L
TGO RBEREE, BEESFEIEr o2 EME SN TYE (LAY 3b)Y EAEFEHE OWIZEIEC &
%, BVEEIEHEIESC T A R ENERE O SEFRAER T, BES S 48 R UINICBES R S 7z
BEOWTRIT 11.9%Th 0, AS LRI S N2 BEORTH 236% L B L CHRICKS, 72, &E
SIREEREMERD & OB E OO HEIER O BB BERIL 76%ThH Y, READHEERMER O
hiE E RIS IR S B RGEMMRE IR 235% B L THERICE P o 2 EWE SN T 5,
X502, BERGES SRR CORBOKRETTIX, 758% DRI CHIERMAD 5 48 WM LN IZEE Y H
B, T2 EEME T 868% DREBI TEF DM ENA LN T VS (LU 20)", ICU I TEPREE ZIT 7
T AR % W R L LRI CIE, ERATENEREAI AT S WO BB AR, 100% (17 %),
100% (6 7 B#), 87.1% (12 # A#%) Th o7, FEWTHOBMAEFRIENENT7.9%, 489%, 489%
THY, HEHICBT 2 EMEEENEBRICE P o2 ERESNTVD (L)%,

F 72, AVEEEFEVERE S A SRR ITENE B R O R CT I8 X 5 Mo A BRISO 2L 2 BT AR & B
IHt 2 T LIRS T, SSRED 5 48 BRRILAPICBYE DSBS & 7B BV T 84% DIE B HE R AT El
A 2 A CHOEER BB O/ - ENA SN, 48~T72 R EIES S S N T 62.5%12,
72 W DU IS BE DS BIE SN TETIE 53% B A SN2 LT 2MEDH D (L 3b)™ BERHEIC
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BL T, HEITIEFT Y ALXVOBEVERRIIZEA T LI Tnzws, SRR I3 2 RIS
EREOFRAEERET 5 I EHEL T HE R Ve BEHEOHAMMILODHIZ, 5% RCT 34
AL (-3

BVESIEIEIE R FHE R M A & OB P 0 MR IS - PURSEIR R I EN A X B I R R D BT R & K
TEE, RUYOMELREZTHTATWRESSH 50, T9R4 Y 7r—aFartry M effo/ b, REME
EERAEBLUA T — T VRBFLEITONLRH TERENLNETH 5,

P XD T

| CQ50 | ERCP #BRDEM L TS5 ?

ERCP BEASEMRBICHT I FHIAT > NEBEZHFALWEEMAEV | #EE C1
FOIRNERBEORREICOVWTEEHS TR &V [ H#EE C2

PARBEMLIE X BB RO B RN T (BIVE JES 3-3)HBM), 1991 FICFOERIRB SIS
TW5 (F28)7 (LN 5)™, ZOFHIIONTIEE L OREFEN TV 5,

ERCP # M ABEERECN L COFHN— A7~ MREIZOWTIE, 420 RCT &8 5 2O % HF
FEATHE T B A 5 0T (RRIEGIRL 481 B)) Db B (LA 1a)’“(§%29>9” (LRI 1a~2b)e T 5 DD

FE TR R E SN EGEBEE & & Sphincter of Oddi dysfunction #fZ2 d L I3EEZH, #=al—3 3 R
B, sN— CHEREI, pre-cut sphmcterotomy B Th A, ERCP BIEAISER T A 7~ M ERE, JEE
HTENEN58%, 155%T, A7 ¥ MRBRERTHICEME Shz (OR 32 : 95% CI [16, 64])0 &
FERE IS A B EIRIED & EEFED ERCP BIEKIZHFEITMA L (12/206 vs. 36/275), FERERICH REIIRD
By 7208, HEBICEEEMI LD -7 (07206 vs. 7/275) o ARR (absolute risk reduction, #ix" & 7 %
A7) =0.1, NNT (number needed to treat i UEH) =10 TH Y, 150 ERCP BERBETFHO-5H12 10
BOAT Yy MEETETAEVIHERTH 572,

1966 45 1 H»5 2004 4F 1 A £ T? ERCP BMERFRETFHICOWTOMEE R E L2 L ¥ o —3Hk (LR
V5L, ORI EFIALIIEREOERZRTWED, METEE S, SREEUMNTH—
By R BMNEDPRD, ATV MBI PIHELEEDLIA IR AZIZDOVTERLL TS, F151C
R 2N AR EOFREEZE LT, ERCP BERAIHED ) A7 2 & (p24, HNVE 5 3-3)HBM) O+
DRBE T ET HLEID 5,

TSR IZ OV T O EE K OENLIEDLND 5. RO L ¥ 2 —CHY OMRFEHER (F30) Tk
& A DWW SR FHEOFEHITIIEKRL, L LABENRHERENE Y (LRVE), ZOFREOE
BT ELT, 2LOMETHEERBOBERIFIN TRV &, ER, BROEZRLREVELEI LS
ZEERBHBLTVWS, EHMEERELAV S DPoENCEa y o VERICERBRZ ST I L 2L,
ARMEICRER 2235 & LB, WRICEEBREFFLEBRTA2EEM L TRL TS, ROEHLH) T —
PRV MRS F T, FHAEPIF IR GEGRHPL, 3XA P75 -2 (AIXNFE—-}O
NNT=35) zfEEL LTHHEL, B REETOEHEZEMREL TS (R30), ToLa—D#HEd
FEFERZSIZOWT 3 DO RCT 2NEMENT WS, FIELHEL LTHHFESINAEN-TEF LI AT A
YEREORCT TREMTH -7z (LA 1ID)'D, 707 Y 2 —V® RCT TRIHEGH TEEICAMIAIRE
AR & SNT2AY(4/125 (3.2%) vs. 21/118 (17.8%)) (L)L 1b), 23 5 b IEHE$ 5 & 9 12 ES fid7T=
WD Y (43 FEH vs. 87 HER)), Bl L7z BEBIROMEIRASNIHEREL Y, KAMEOHEROMPRIC
EELESLETH 5,
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=7, AEr LYY FAYF L OLHER RCT 23¥#E sh, TSHTARCAERRBERIFED - 72
(6/204(2.9%) vs. 15/202(74%), p=0.041) (L~ 1), AKIFFECiZ, ERCP 4% ERCP #% 24 B
PibEkE B, F720%, 1I8WRHBOMEE (737 —¥ELR)/3—¥) OEWEREDS 3FHEUEDO LR L
SEFELTBY, BHOHEE (18(88%) vs. 29(144%)) CAHREIEI R, MRAMERO LA BHRNECH
BB S EPREIIEREINTWE EEZ OND, 72720, WEE DIZHEEMIZ C, BRNZ2A RN

Cotton 5D ERCP BEX DTSR

FHUBBHZEOTIT—F | 4~10 BO ARE2ET 10 B Lo AR % E 5,
PEHED SHED L, BEAA BB T, B L
&89 h, 2~3 HDOAR IR K L — VR Ty
DIER R

(SCHk 97 & 0 B, — )

ERCP #ERICHT B FHANA T FEE
A5V

R G B T G SEIE B
i KR

WEE R s o) sop* v T TTYT  precwt EBD WEE Fammm  (95%CD bl
g v REE
Smithline” 93 47 38 + + + - 6/43  9/50 0.73 0.60
(0.25, 2.27)
Sherman™ 104 + + + N 1746 8/58 0.13 0.03
(0.017, 1.15)
Tarnasky™ 80 45722 73 + + N _ 3/41  10/39 0.07 0.003
(0.0, 0.59)
Aizawa™ 130 6821%4 43 N _ _ + 0/38  6/92 0.17 018
(0.009, 3.14)
Fazel™ 74 446%22 36 + + - - 2/38  10/36 0.14 0.009
(0.02, 0.71)
% SOD : Sphincter of Oddi dysfunction, EBD : endoscopic balioon dilatation (3CHE 98 & hEIH, —#sE)
ERCP X IIxT 2 EH TS
HeH e
AN MEEBE L3
Y EA4 Y (BETiRS) XD
= v DAV ) HA e aetd b
PUHZE By Rt D 0
A A A )
A5FaAf K HER)
PAF HHEH# )
IL-10 E3y)
~NY %)
NSAID AR REED D
HRFEL— b 5 (<6 h kS
AR (12 h Hfiks)
A7 MV AFF XD
VI NASF R (=6 hHRRS)

EHhalgetid b (12~24 h Fkidk S
(SCHk 104 £ D BIH, —#KE)

-152 -
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LHOHRILETHS S o
BT, Y% BERIR IO 2 7 MBS U7 Y A, SAES 1200 T
HIASE b IR S LB AR I

HEEIEERC B HIEEREAICX T HEE

1) ARZEREHE

CQ51 | SBEAME R (CB S ERCP/ES 3ITINEH ?

SMBEAEMEROS S, BERBEEZESES, BEREAHAICIEIES ERCP/ES * 1T
TANRNETH? . #HEEB

R E T, %80 ERCP with/without endoscopic sphincterotomy (ES) (LLF, ERCP/ES & B&E0) i,
AR EZHEN DD, HHEEELN L BUEKIEGNO D 5, OFEO I T 721 3HER & o H#E 8
Wi OBIE & BE D JER], QIEREGIHFIH L TORMTONERETH S, FICEEBSUMELLNICZOH RN
PEWEEZ LS, BMEERZHT 5 B RIEMRMH T, ERCP/ES 2 1T C& 24HIIcdh 5 2 &8
2E L,

BRI T HE8DH 5 VIZFRH O ERCP/ES IZ2WT, INETIZ4 D RCT (L)L 1h) 0 347
b Thkh, ThEDRCT ZMBHMRE LAY HH (LA 1a)"™ P RESNTWE, Aitar5Eud 834
B¢, ERCP/ES B 460 Bl & SREEMEBRBE AP L LY, S OMKE, SOHERESR, BEXREHIC
ERCP/ESHETRIFTH S ML T3 (F31), 7277 L, ERCP BAlGEFTH & ES el % X5 L CHE
LB 3K, HREOBRB;HARE Lo rd b, HROKRBMIMAERRTH Y, IHREERLIC
RRWBAE, BREVENTITIVWEEZONS,

INHDRCT IZOWTH I oD X 52 kE SN, WIS EEECTRBIMLL TR L Twhb, 3
e (LA 1) D X F 58T (LR 1a)™ T, EMESERTRECKICAEZIRDLVION
(7.2% vs 64%), EWHEAFBICHMUL2E L (41.8% vs 31.3%), EREENOSH TIZ, BEMEELIZEH
fE (145% vs 147%), FETZE (07%vs 0.7%) & HICHBEREE R, BEEATCEMZFICEEEZ RO L
s L7 (57.1% vs 182%, 17.9% vs 3.6%). BIOFE U 3 & (L UV 1b)™ o) X & 447 (L b 1a)™
TiE, FRURTRBES, BEEFLDICHBELRDT, BEACBVTOAGIHERCAFEEERD/EL
(OR=0.27, 95%CI=014 to 053), RPRRLZoHMRETHNTWD, T, ELAGORPNHSENLEICE
W % B2 BAR7RE (LA 1) TREEMNEZREE2 OB L TEBY, MEPTRAER O EAEF
DHRIEIFNREERD 19% L DRV, TNHLOZ RS, 52 ERCP/ES OFHWAHS 2 IICBOLNE DI
EEOHAUEEATHL LEZ ON S,

INOHDOEER RCT Lifg, E6ICEZ00M# L7 RCT i S vz, BMIBAMEELESICH TS, A
bt 24 K[l #2 o ERCP/ES R &, RAFIRHERE (20 BUXF 25 B1) @ RCT (L UV 1) T, EEFNIIBWT
ERCP/ES BE CHABERICAEEZRDOTVDE (1/Tvs5/7T) o SHIWCEERF T, ABRBMNE GRS
ERCP/ES HECTHBEIE D o7& Lize —F, BEBTIRVWINOMIT DA EELZRO TV,

B % RE LR BRI LT, AB 24 BEEZICEST 27 ) HEfTH L WO RCT (LR 1b)™
T, BRmHEETTORY, MK - - RRETTIT—¥OERILITOHE, ABHBMSEST HTHEEIZHE
Mol T7z, CTHRIZBV CTAMEEROMER, WERSFREIZEST #BEN Tz, RO,
FREBIEIIFE U CH 2 PEEEROMRFT I R vye F 72 BARR 2R EED B Ve
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S A AP OLEBEL BT 2 E MR, BBEEOBES 2N LTI ERCP/ES %
U~AS BEREE S CAT ) B &, 48 BRM T T3l % & T 48 I DL LB L Tw 255122 NLLREIZ ERCP/ES
2479 BT TORCT (Lb 1h)Y Ti, RS CRIEIHERIER (26% vs 3%) B L UEHhO
HHHERIER (29% vs T%) DA BIE > 72, WBEE DTN LA o7z T7z, 48 HeMHILL EPIZELNE
M RN R - SIS RERAE EICE , TR I ORI 2SR, AR b Ko 7. RIEHT
BT D 24 BRI LA @B R E AR K S N 72 E R 1E ERCP/ES AT SN TB LT, KA NFA X7
HAEXHTIMETDHHo 27 LTEEE BICH 10% BHITD) LIEEAZEATE L TEERNOMR
B\

WO RCT \C B 2 EAEENEEE, AP CHH SN EEFHEOEELHEELRO T L, B
OFEIEFHLIEBNIATE I U CEERN Z G 2 O, FAEE O BIE ] E O BAEB A IR
& ERCP/ES 2 MifT T 5T 04T EF Y ARBOATVwARVWEZEZ BN L. ARIZB LTI, FAKATE, #
EOWBE 7238 S SO BB EOBILEE 5 ES, RERAHFICEEERET SOPRATHL L
EZRbo

- BH ERCP/ES W18 L REFNARROAMERER LXTROLER

N EURESEE (%) FETE (%)
g}

ERCP/ES HifT# BB R ERCP/ES 478 BRI IR IR
Neoptolemos™ 16.9 339 17 8.1
Fan'® 17.5 28.6 5.2 9.2
Nowak™” 16.9 36.3 2.3 12.8
Folsch™ 46.0 50.9 111 6.3

(k112 LD HIH, —#E)

MR OEERIZ BT 5 ERCP/ES OREMEIZDWTIE, FHEER 48 W LI O BLEIEATHI & et &
O WBME CATHRESRAETITEN 2 L (LA )W, S 612, FSiERk 24~72 BRI AN @ ERCP/ES MifT#d
TLREEREESR (LRXV DY, SEBIOL ba xRy 574 TR (LA 4)P Tb RFROR R
EXNTWD, F72, 60 4D RCT (LU 1h) ™ ¢, FHICHDb A EHEE L CEICHINE 2T
WBE, IRLVHCHOBEOSIEICE LT o 0MELALTHY, BEEDFERE Lo/2bDidk vy,
X SIEMENZZEDODRCT (LU 1) T b EE LG IHEIREEA 2 Vo

SO LRk OED 51d, ERCP/ES ORERAMINICEIT 2 BHREIFICHEVERFERTE 2V, &
A (CURE) BRIRPEAER L2 EERE (L 9™ s ki, AR ERCP & ABMEZ HIYE L7
ES 12 & 2SO REFEIZIFNEN 01%, 07%T, 20 HLOEFNEN0.006%, 0.048%IFLTL TW5,
ERCP/ES OB 2D WCTHET 5 & £ 12, ERCP & 5 13 ES ORiATHRHIIZEIE I DWW T+ RiERE
B h, B, FOEBCELTE, TOCRBREBALCHED ZEME THE SN BREREREZZTO
& ERCP/ES BAE B L 2 OB O MEOFNAEAT 2 2 EMHRMB L CAEPLETH 5,

KBTIk, BHEFLF— Y OFEE LT ERCP/ES Ao+ oFEpaAV bR, —RIIIZTANRLNRT
VWb, BEETIE, ko RCT ST 5 LAV OB IR IR L WAy, TRERA BN T 2 B840
#L LT, ENBD (endoscopic nasobiliary drainage) O&JAY:, &&Mz FiRkT2HMENH L (L 47,

ERCP/ES 473 5 v & LT, EUSOIEAZERTAERYF DY, 0EDODORCT (L)L 1b)™ HiEE
ENTW5, JERESEEDI S ZSMIER 140 B2 0512, ARtk 24 IR O, ERCP TR &, EUS 2%
1T LIRS A % 30 72 & D A % ERCP/ES %4 & 3 5 EUS JeATHEATREIC 0V, AR, ICU AE=R
ERRER AR, BERPFMLTVE, WThOHEEEZHETE o 728, BIRLHEORINEET, af
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FEFEEE (7.1% vs 14.3%) WZiFEH LEHAEEZ FRL Tn b, MEEORRICE - Tid EUS A 2 1 it AT
Vo
2B, PERVEBENSIZ 0 5 NESIRTEEICH L CIRBME 12. i - 1 5 —_U P a ViRREBEOZ L,

2) SEVEE

| CQ52 | RERRAMEEER (ST B BRI O Y & FHTREE 2
BB LR EBROR—ARBEANOFHIHEENS [ #EEB

JBAERBEERZDOELRERDO—2TH Y, HEHALHE T 5L TIEHEREY LD 720 ORI I
9 AMEDOBIEEEZERLNTHEY, JBERHIEMAE—BINE SNTEL, L LZOTMEHICOWTIE,
FIERBINATIRE LOBER L EFSLE L L TH o HBNICIT I R&EEDERY D 5, BT H 2R
9 5 RCT (LUV 1b)™ Tid, AR 72 BN OBRMTFMEI L 3 5 B DO % ik U 7455,
EOFEEFEER (83% vs. 103%) BIULTEER (28% vs.6.9%) WZEZRDT, FREEFATHE CHIE A BB 1
¥ 3 HEME SN, BARMEIEN 12 OB TH o7z BHIIBOCHREITTHIEITLLS ERHLT
Who B DEIEEICDOCTEEBIE Vv, — 0, FRFM %2 2RT 5 RCT (LAY 1b)™® TiE, Ake#
48 IR¢ 1] LA 0 RO F 4l 013 48 e DL D R W e & el L, A PHER AR (301% vs.5.1%), JETH
(15.1% vs.24%) L DIHBIIRHRTH S L O#MREME L Twb, Ranson score 4 Sl L2 HEEL L, &
FEF DO EPIEFRESR, FRTRIEENEN 82.6% vs. 17.6%, 47.8% vs. 11% TR TRV, BIFHRE L
CHEEDERELHFERMREST, REMIBLARMIMOMETHY, TOBEBELERZZOTE
FITANSNDNEEMTH B,

AT, BREIRA R SE RIS 3 5 Bl (ERER L 7 3 7 — Y oREFEAXH WS FH T 2 F#T
PG ARG 1.8 HOFH) &R (Iih 7 3 9 — ¥ IEHELL TH S OFMCFH AR 23 HOFH) O
Jegs T HEERE I 2 3 T ARSI MM 72 L ORI & FIRT HME (L PIARS F 4 Tak—1F, LA 4™
&, —HT, HERED S BEREEAIIEAIERZ &0 s TR BIEEEERE M 2 FET A (L b A
7T A4T7ak—F, LRVOHT PEMENTV S, BAETIE, BERPNIIZEED 5 VIiZFE o ERCP/ES ¢
BOoNBELICEY, HRTEHIITFERZIT ) LAMIRIEIRS L TwE (RIESER),

—77, FHRFEMICBCTIEFE— AR S HE L —BERE L CTHaRAENMZ B2 BICHARL
THIBED 2 DOBIRBEA D 20 BEHOHBIIM T 32~61%DEETHAFRLELLZ 2D (L
MOV 4)BE G HE O e WEE TR PR 2GR IR R T AR S, FAEERTH AR TH IULRE—
AR AN, BRERER L BRI Z 1T 5 S e FE L,

CQ53 | BEAMERER IO 344 2 ISR T |- B i s FIRB AT 12 T ak 2 |

SHHED 2 VEERRMERPICH § 2 BEEHTE, ERETHEEREMEBRTSL
HAETH S | HEEB

SRR LT EEGEFMIEBBIICEA SN DOH 5, TN E TICHE ST AR &5
(L 1b~4) B o R A EET 5 &, EIESETIHER M (laparoscopic cholecystectomy ; LC) D5
EEIL 945% (79~100%), SHEFRESRIT 55% (0~10%), FLLEEIF 04% (0~25%) THH (£ 32),
BIEMT & FED L REFNU EOBEREEIRENTVE, 2O s, BERAHEREIIN L TIZLC
FRINT L ELTRETH S,
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D BEMBACHT AERSTFRCLSTOANT T ¢ T k- MK
FHAEE ORTE  BER~0  FHEE S0HERE TR BEEO

WsH SEBIEL P ~

- (H) (%) BAE (%) ) (%) (%) B
Rhodes et al®” 16 10 (4-34)* 100 0 50 (30-120) 0 0 15/1
Tate et al™ 24 7 (3-24)° 87.5 125 76 (NA) 8 0 23/0
Ballestra-Lopez et al™ 40 3.4/15 100 0 86 (45-210) 10 2.5 0/40
Ricci et al™ 51 NA 100 0 NA 1.9 0 40/47
Uhl et al™® 48 10 (4-29)® 79 21 80 (30-225) 7.9 0 0/33
Chang et al®” 59 NA 100 0 NA 34 0 0/58

*Median (range) ;® Mean ; ¢ Mild/sever disease ; ¢ preoperative ERC/intraoperative cholangiogram ; NA, not assessed

CQ54 | IElEss T IREH M RITEOEERFOF EZILAIBEY)H ? }
BESATRTTEDEIRICEIhINETHS I HEEB

FESI T BENE T IS BB AR & AT IR S 2 ATV, WIS RA & 30 5 56 S RIRE SR & 3 % U5k
AR TH o 7245, LC oA LY, JHEMRER & BIHERIA I T 2 AEICREEOF 72 2 Y RAEL
TWwb, RENLELDE LTRDADDTHTEND S

@ AT ERCP/ES 247\, MIEEHAOBE - M2 HFeo%RICLC 2177 5.

@ ERCP #17h 7, LC % W7 BEIHT A% (intraoperative cholangiography ; I0C) %17, #

MRS 2 RO B BEMIC Y B2 5,

@ IOC T THRIBEFR A2 ROLBEEEZOTEF LC ZZITL, Mfidd L JEMRIZES 2179

@ I0C 2 THRIERA % RO 1A L EES T ICRIBEURMT 21T,

QOFHHEZOWTIZ, MEACFERE R MO EZ I CRIFE- A DFENEDNA LA L CIFI0C
W CHRIBERA 2RO BRI OAMTTIRELOBER (LW 1D)™ b b, T72, HAMEEEESMEIIC
RIS AR DSE < ERCP OZ 4N 0 #9205, RFCRREORBERaBERIER 2
RLZZHELH D (L 4)™, ERCP 2VET AN A7 1200 TEBBRAF TIIRICEE SN LENE
THH (L), BED S HEEORBBIAEREL N5, OOFEL@ODTE (#itkiZ ERCP +ES)
D RCT (Lb 1b)™ Tid, ABRHMRL I A ME2AL@OOEBREL FIRL TD, T72, BERAMERLIC
LT, @OHFETIHIE 2 ABUNE, 2BMUREICLC 2T L2 2BHOL PO AXY T4 7 HhaF— A
Y54 (LA TRFEEE DICRTFRERTH o2 LT 5, MO L FROLTRIED T
PRI T OMLE L L T S REMES E V. b L IOC TRIBERANER S NS IIO~-O0w3h
DO FEEFIRTRE,E, PHREATREHROMBEOBTREIIWS 52/, Ihbon&hkogel, &
B, ERERR, WESIEFOBYERICETIEORL T - OBRPLETH S,

CQS55 | BRFH5IC ES O CIEEMAH L AVBRATEL ? |

JEEEHTEEITUSEVISROIEBANF & (Th(E, ERCPHES BMigEIIE#H O I H
TED

JREEPNCIRER A 2 A 5 2MBESSESN T LT, NREERE A SIS & 2 2 SN T & 72, IR PR
S ERCP +ES DA TREB % A 5 RIFCOVTHET 5\ D0 OWEDD %o

BHE LT R 2 OB EMERARESNI LT ES © & TRBEIE L 72 1990 SR L0 ME (L L )10
T 2 EMRD S 4 FOBIBETHRERE LA 2RO, TOFRHESEES N/,

WG A BMERERRESTNCBRE L2 RCT IR L, 78RR T4 7RIk — MR 14 (LR 2b)"™ H b,
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117 OLMUNEREELER O D 5, 83 BRI Z 1T\, D @ 34 #liZ ERCP +ES B CREB8BIZ L7,
SIEFFOME T, FhEn 26 (24%), 16 (29%) (W ENTERE L 2. HEROEMERE, FF
FIEAD R VH DD ERCP +ES HHIABH CTEE TH o728 LTWw5H (36% vs. 11.6%). ERCP+ES O& %
RifT LR 2 Rl 2 B L2 2 oM (LAb e i, 8UIRAEBSERN G 197 Flo 3~4 4F
BOBBBEET, BEEEREIH (15%) OATHo72. LeLads, i 654H (33.0%) 23T 5o
JREZREEELREL, 55 306 (152%) PHRHEHEPICHEERBZZT TS5, WTFLOWETD
ERCP+ES BB S < A%, M) R 7 258 & OB TR o JRIER H F47 2 818 U 728 5 TR &
NTWwhb,

xF & SRR SE B BRE L % v ERCP+ES BUMGARHREE L, JRERHHUHEO RCT B 3#HdH b, RMOME
(LA 1Dk 70 LR (980 R) DERAENRLE L, 17 7 AOBRECTHAFRIEIIMEEL bIilhdh o7z
A%, MR RREEESAE S ERCP + ES HAGAHREE 21%, IREERIILE 6% TH o 7o ®ilE 2D & L AJREERE I A
BFLWEHBLTYS, KO#E (LR 1D T, 2 LM OB TR EIIE L 205 7285,
ERCP +ES BMUAHB ICHEICHEREROBIRELME L TV D (47% vs. 2%) o wEOHE (LI 1b) "7

F 60 EE RS E L, FBICHIEIIE 2d 07225, %13 ) ERCP +ES HHUGHR & RICHERERD
HIREAMELTVD 24% vs. 7%) o
SOLSHRESS, BEHEBEOBFBREFEBVEEV A BV, BUEINAMERIGESICB T, THEEN A

’Efiuiﬂ‘Lﬁ“&b‘%’fﬁx@ﬂﬁ}ﬁi&ﬁh ¥, ERCP+ES HAMTRBE AL RETIE L VEER HBNS,
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1) JWIEMRRK

| CQ56 | EIEMBLRICH L TRBTMSLED ? |
BRIE U THSEMIBR IS T 2 BHFMEMR LAV I HRED

BRE AR CTIISSRE R A & BEEAREZ KT 2 L0, BRIIESFEEORENH TR O T4
PRI N TP, EORTRIT65%ICETELTEYY, RIPFEMOERISH L QBB LR T &
720

Ty AR GECERES) 1SR 5T (A7 2¥ 2 b 2 — ! necrosectomy, MIEFE IR IRHMT) DL
B350 PIART T4 THRIRETIEY, BHFRRHCIIETERIL 39%I1c0 LT, BUMFEHRBITIE 12% 8 H
BIETLTRY, EEBECETELZRY PHEZESELIEPEETHLE LTS, RFEN GSER
T2WERILAY) E BTN (12 HRARE) %L 72— RCT™ o (W BRIz s 7 o€s b
I-) T, UK EREN56%E 21%ThH ), MEHFICHEERIBON LD o728, RYFH TORE
CEFPHIDIIENI &L ZOMERKBIEFIEINTwE, —F, BEEELFME 56 6 (X
necrosectomy with local lavage) #3845 12 AN (P95 H) OFREBFAT 22 I & 584 12 H D% (Hhoefs
20 H) OBMFEM 34 BUZFITTL PR ARY 5 1 TICTFHREF 2 S LB LETIE, BERERENE
f 54.5%, HEIFM 294% (p=006) THo72h, FHET L L THELROIER, MHEEOEERE, B
FERBEEROFEMTH Y, FHHHMIEELRTF TR o2t HE SN T B,

Db X ) ERERMERESR (BAAMER) ST L5FM (Aru¥s b I—) FWEERRD % (BRER 3~4
B (AT REELEZONLWY, ZORMWE LT, EFEELEIEIH- 288k OB RS LS
T, A7aES I BOBER EEEORELMBILOEMATE 5720 TH 5,

CQ57 | MTEMBRDTH - 1> 58—~ s 3 L REOBISEH 7 |

B fE DR & 4 > B M EIEIE B & (L F 1 £ /2 (3 IVR (interventional radiology) M &G T

H5:HEEB
FERPAMBIRIE T RENAEPRAITHS  HEEB

BIEHE RN T A PR IVR 2 ED 4 ¥ ¥ =NV ¥ a VIREO@EE E L THRESEIE LR TV L DI,
JEHLVEEIESE (infected pancreatic necrosis) # 242 U7-ETH D (L AL 5) W9 | ARIEIZH LTA ¥ —R
YT a YRR ETDIRENCEELEL I LM TH L, 2B, Fif (Aru¥s b3-) oA vy —
Nyva BB LT, BEMAZTESZ PI-R2HHETRENAZTES b3 — (CQ59 & B %
1ZAFY 2 Y I OEBI) R EhH 5,

AR IRIBIT & BB S NAHAIL, TRTOBFICBATFMABLEN L) MConTHRE, BHRITEZ O
TW5™™ ¥, Runzi 5% 13, BEFEMERES 88 BICH L CHIER T2 & PRI R SRS S 247\, 28 HlAT FNA
(fine needle aspiration) Z CREGMEEISE & B s N2y, BEFW 2 TS FICHMBE R RICE - TIT
WEELZH LIRIFIRR & M5 L 222 e LT\ b, 28 B, 12 BlIZIERRIE & E O BT EYELC & 0 &
VWS DB 15 F3 36 H CRMATEAT S 24 (166%) HFET- L7zo 580 @ 16 BUIHIHERYS (K&
8HM) 12X AR A& LR, EEREBREEL 10 0NRE LTI 2 (125%) T, 14
BIBSHETE2, ORI, BEEHERTH > COMBEELBUNIGRIRT 22 L1k, PivEER T
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LREPID DY, BREUBBIEE ZH SN TLITRTCOBFICBEFHIPLETE R VI L ERLTVE, 20
HIZDWTE, WEZZEBITOME» R, SBOELLRLEMNOEHEBEAILETH Y, T Btk
BIEDOERIIOWTHRETRENLE ) OFERPLETH B,

JE R ESESE (sterile pancreatic necrosis) (233 B FHEISIZOWTIERZICEROH B EIATH b,
SRR EHIE B D % AZRFMRBIZ L DFERT 5 (LA 2c~3b)™ ", LarL, HRAFRETRIARE% K
Bl THREOUEZRD ZVHE (LA 20~3b)" " (ZEE O FEE B DT RALEIG L T 5 MEIL
FWBIEEZRET ST EORERTNEEEAADREPIIDOVTERELICLI ) —EYT, 3~5HT
HErz T30 0 5 MU LOBELET L3230 FTCEHLBIIOAL, TORICOWTHRELZL
Vo =" TiE, MREZHIMNZ RS L3R EEE Ly s, 24l d 3~4 MM LREFWHEETH
CEDPEILVELTWS, LL, TOWRMELRD S BLBMRIEIEGOLEZAFLEL RV,

CQ58 | BAMBEEORTZI RS ERALH AT ? |

M EIEFESEDON IS, CTELFUSHAI R TFTOFNAZITONXTH S | HEE
A

BV RTETE A IR B R 28 & BRI s s, IR ST 80~90% % i, 1T A EDIE
BNLAFBR B R LR TEIRT 5, BB 10~20 %% 5©, ZORERIL 14~25% LB EshT
Wa (p3l, WIVE, RIS, REICHEEERICHE RS E 508 2 By HBBE CIETREaE L,
34~40%""" \ET B — 77, MWIEG % 3RO 2V IERG ML CIRETERIE 0~11%"" L sh
TV 5%,

G BBBEOEAE L B TR E LCid, FRAREEIRC MEARAS T oo B, Mkl mi:, mrhx
YR MRV UESE, CTREZEBICREBOTAGORELREVETONE, 72720, TUOIZEREAES
ik & RIS A BHEEBT RICB X e v,

R BIE O BB IR L LT SN TWADIZCT & LB EE (US) #14 FTICRIT oz
Wei | (fine needle aspiration : FNA) 17\, MIBFMMHEEZIT I HETH S, KREIZ L BIEZHEIE 89~100
%E v (VUL 2b) ™M, SRR 2 BUNCEIRT 5 2 LIS VBB REG R EOGIHER AL L T LR (E
EIZHITTE %0

CQ59 | BRfMIRIEIEIC X 3 WY A FHwRI ? |

REMEEE I L TFREITOGEERIOE FI - HREIIS I HRBEA

HIE BRI A MM & LT, BESEIERIER M Lo — D7, IRHIBHBUIBRAT 2 EASBE ST b T
&7zo ARFRTIL 1980 AEALAH 5 1990 HFALHTHHT 2T THEIR B L - — VHIAMEEM R E LTER LA LB S
A%, BOL TIREMSMEEIN T 2 6REARENEIERICBITL, SOICHEZHOERIIHVEL 2
FLF— VM CIZBBIEHEE T LA BRI LA 20 PR BENEETRE LTIRAS N LR, &
HCEARTRIFTbNE Z LT E ARV,

JE B D BRAT I 1970 4B & 1980 SEARIC AT TRRINGRE % LA T b /28, Witk & 0HE O 384 41 A5
B, BRENREGEOR EIIZE 02T (LV 1b~3b) ™7 F 4156 IR E 2 o QOL
DT PEERE SN, RELIHEND L) o7,

4 HTIEBRICH - B X OEMM#Ko A% 77 — F<  (debridement) §5 %27 0¥7 b I -l
FEVERERAK T B LR E 2o TBY, ZOENLEREE (L 20)™ % EE 2 P stiZ e
DEIARMILR, B, WL, WEED X OHBPRIBNHEE &0 2808 (% 3BEME
MR TH B) ZIEL, £ 07 b I —ofiE, @, LESSESRIERE BB THEL, BREA
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HEIEALAR & PO BB 2 B F 78R RIBR L, BB TR IR IRFE T 5 HETH S,

BETH LDV EBEALA I OEY bI—FHIRALN TS, WRIEEEEEESR CHLZ 00, BE
g7 711 —F (retroperitoneal approach) PHIZE B A7 aE7 b I —%4T\w, INIZRAEEEZ AT
BHE BB L. RFEOREE LCE, (D) BERNICAS WD, BREWHZBEERNICHAAT S L)
B, BEZOFEZRETE S, (2) HIHEROERREYICTRTH S, 3) HILBEEREOEBREND %
W, (4) ARG UL ) EEERE AL =T OFAEN L, L EPBTFONL, R L LTE, BB
AT 7a—FHHET, EULrSOBRBIENT 7o —F Tl RBBBREA~OFESEETH Y, WML
YEZ+ IR OEE R PIIRRFFIROBE I L 2 REBHROLOBHREDLH D, THREBEPLETH S,

E512, IVREZIGHLABEREEAS V¥ -y v a Vip#EE LT, CT A FTFICEMIEED 5 BIEEEC
BEHF L=V Fa—T7%8ELALE, FHECLY M VERTICNLV =Y Fa—T%0 4 FELTHE
Lz E L, TP nephroscope REMESE 2 A L CHEE T ICBBW HEER &L 217 - 721812, KwikigH
Fa— T BETHERENA 707 FI =3 TbhTwas ™, FL-RAEETRENAIOE2 b3~
(endoscopic transgastric necrosectomy)®"*® 72 &, HREEMICEHBLH L WA ¥ ¥ —X U ¥ a VIRERD
ENTHEY, WInd BIFZEEIME SN TV 5, INSDEFEIC OV TIISHROERERR & BRI L3
THBo

CQ60 | X7 OE7 I —-HOBEOENLF—TEE?

B #H = #5 55 %6 7% % (continuous closed lavage) £ /=13 4 —7'> KL+ —< (open drainage
planned necrosectomy) ZEIRTNETH 3 | #EEB

F#ERFRESFEEA T FLF—=POVWThZRIRT 2003, B TIIHTHARRPH
FOBRBRICESEHMT S [ H#EEB

BENLF—VMEERINETHS I #HEED

F7UEEZ I EHEEMBRETENICRETLZIEVEHNTH LA, Bl EIZX)Eal
debridement #&{73 5 Z L IZ@EREETH 1, FBAF LZBBEHROBRE T WHIEUR LIS 2 005 V2 EA
TAHILERN™ BEIITHNTEL-BM L+ —Y (conventional drainage) ZEIMT & TH5H,

ALY I —BOBREEREICHT S FLF—UEIZEIIC (1) conventional drainage, (2) continuous
closed lavage, (3) open drainage ® 3 D2 HEICKAE NS, (1) BRFICFLF—YFa—T72RET 5
HORLF—VHETHD, (2) BEERAF TNV —A v Fa—T7%%EL, HHAEEK6~8L/day & VT
FE RIS BETR S & 47 ) T, SIMBOPE 20 % 25 £ THE 5™, (3) iZ necrosectomy HifT
BICBIEIEE (retroperitoneal space) B & UHIZENE (lesser sac) 2 gauze packing # 1TV, BEEEBAREIZ /-
LTHEERVF =Y 2479 HET, BMREROR 25 TR 2~3 HE) ICEBORIEL# DB
SR

W20 EMITDZY IS OARWEHEO VT NIEN TV LN DV TER SN TELD, ZOME

IOVTRRIGH IREICEDERF L2 220DV ATFITF 4 v 7 - LEa—=2dhb, BPOLE2— (LN
WV 22)™ 1 1991 EICHER SN2 b 0T, 1980 FRUTHE SN RN RE LTV bo TORR, Bk
MR EESEB DB ER 1T conventional drainage # T 42%, continuous closed lavage T 18%, open drainage
BT 21%THY, conventional drainage ITHFIOFHIAEIZ (p<0.05) ARTHo7E LTS, 191
DOLE a— (LoUb22)™ 141990 ERICHRE SN E MR E L2 b 0T, BEMEERIEHOIT
2|3 conventional drainage % (3 3CRE) 8.3~46.7%, continuous closed lavage Bt (3 CHK) 6.3~19.3%, open
drainage #f (10 3CHK) 13.0~556%TH Y, Z®H HbF¥ APACHE I (AP-II) R a7 17 KU EOEREH 2z
WRELMIXOMMIBE LTRSS L, LEREITNLEN 444~467% (2 LHK), 63% (1 3CH),
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182~300% (3XHK) &7 0, WTFRIITBWTH continuous closed lavage MfTHIOT#H A H L BRIFTH S &
DIFEREZRLTD (T3, 72721, BEDIATIT 4 v 7 - LY 2 —THITHRE N7 continuous
closed lavage #EO—DOFX™ &, H—FEXFITIZFEBHICHEE L -MLOR T ORBNE LE LW iRkL
PREOLN, FT—FOEEBEICERENS NS, $£72, continuous closed lavage B & LA I D —
DO, FFBORERNIIK LT 2~13 FIOF I debridement % 1T > Tw 5 728, Hi¥eiZ continuous
closed lavage DRIHEE KL L 2B EHIB+2 2 213 TE 20,

7% 3 open drainage (2 & % # KB % H## 9 < < zipper technique % VTSR 2 — 0B L, S0
Pz A7 ¥s b I—%# 0834 (planned necrosectomy/debridement) (LN 2¢)™ $ &5, Bk,
continuous closed lavage, planned necrosectomy (zipper technique), open drainage Z ML 721 ¥ 2 —29
MHRE SN T VB, BICHELPIOIETEIE, continuous closed lavage # T 19%, zipper technique BT 24
%, open drainage #T 201% & 3 B TE I Vv closed lavage B CILETLIEEE (BETONE, T LASHE) off

B M OBEEDS D5 VST FRMTEEANE <, zipper technique % open drainage TIIEILIBEE R M 14 HA 1L o> $H 1

P OHFEFMRIL N & W) RSB S N5,

PLE &Y, BEF S T continuous closed lavage 7 open drainage (or zipper technique) ® &H S5AMENT
WH PO RS L IIHETH L, BRYEBIBHEOBEIS L, BEIZERE L Tv 53413 continuous
closed lavage Z IR L, #GRERID 5L OEEBED L G RBIUREBIZIE A o T B84 112 R
AYIC open drainage %179 7 E ORI MIEAHERR X o0 d 52000,

CQ6l /O FI—BOERHI7+0—-7 v I3 EDL?

F70E7 I -RICIEEANBEEPHRE - BEREELEOSHEICEEL R 7 4
— Ty THBETHD | #EEA

o uEs b I-BORMFPRICELTE, BRSNS DEREOKRT RIRE - Ege2 E 28752 M
D RN EPEHE N T,

Frua¥s b3 -—f*"i?ﬂ?ﬂ 63 PlORMIF#% (RBBSUMEORIE 289 7 H) 2#EL22BE™ <&, 39
Bl (62%) WCHEEREBEDSOGIEZMHFEL, W 1061 (16%) 2 /RN E 22 EEEIRR L EL TV a,
hdB, BUHEE LT, BREOE 8 I, THEMRZAE 46, IREMRSPILETH B, b, WIS WBIEREIX 25
%02, FERIIZ 33%ICFHEL Tnb, F/2, 27 0¥ b I —HAEFH 98 FIOME™ T, BHEHIPLEEBD
WD IRAI T 14 B (14.3%) \THFEMEBIE &7 L, BUIBRRPIE ZBY 4, H:ﬁ’ll}al BN & AL BE
Tholo BEMAWBRMEMERDOEE L, 27 u¥s b3 —HifThE 12 61 & TR 15 HliC T T 12 4
A ORI UERRE % B U T, IR ORASREEDY 25% vs. 0%, 4 ¥ A Y Vst i 6l
DFABED 33.3% vs. 0% &, F70OEY b I —jifTH CHEEOHBORTIREN TV 5,

Ao uEs b I—JETHITIE, BRSO AL 5T, RERERIEHEOHIBICEE L TENICD
72 B ROREE L AIHEICN T B 2 IERALETH b,
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R EIEIEICT 2R 7 O0E Y b I-BRO KN L — VEGIRRER

Necrosectomy with conventional Necrosectomy with continuous . .
. Necrosectomy with open drainage
drainage closed lavage
Reference No. AP-T  Deaths | Reference No. AP-1  Deaths | Reference No. AP-IO  Deaths
F - Fark 9 Kri k 16
ernandez AR 4z 185 TWARCE 63 1
d el Castiro 36 106 3 et al" (6.3%) | et al™ (25.4%)
et al'™ ’ (8.3%) Branum o 3 Bradley"" W6 146 6
et al"™" (7.0%) ’ (13.0%)
Harris 4 Chaudhary 16 van Goor 3
188) 9 18 [7) N 192} 83 - 0, 185) 10 19 o,
et al (444%) | etal (19.3%) | etal (30.0%)
Doglietto 7 Margulies 3
15 18 10 —
et al'™ (46.7%) et al"™ (30.0%)
Harris 1 18 2
et al'™ (18.2%)
Doglietto 13 17 3
et al'” (23.1%)
Orlando 5 — 3
et al'™” (20.0%)
Fugger & 34
et al™ (39.1%)
Schein"” 5
9 12
(55.6%)
Stanten 1 3
et al*” (25.0%)
AP-1 : APACHE I score (k187 X b HIH)

2) BEIEE
cat? | BBEBOERLIGCHCTAES? |

BEEICHLTRRLF—VEE BENNLF—2, AESENRLF-2, SR KNLT—
V) BINETHD I HEREB

| CQ63 | BIMBOARKI N LI — T OEBIE A 2 | |

BENEFERBENNLF—JCKUBRFRROHREL 45N BVGEEIE, BEPHICHF
BMFLF—CMETOINETHS HEEB

PRI S R IR E & & B I FHLEIS O — D Th 545, ZORMBIPTRORA IR EZABL T &2
5, HETIE 78~86%DIEBIAREEIM F L — VDA THBETRETH S LHE (LU 3h)"7 ST b,
GFETICRELFNRB MR TE 2561, WIRGIOT T 2MBIHEEFER L LTAREDPE SR &
BUEEEDSH Do 72751, INOHORFEEFEEILL MO ART T4 TRHEICESCIDOTHY, §T
OMEEZ TR E LTV RVEICHET A LENRS S, 728 21E, Ranson 227985 sl EOERER (LN
W 2b)*? R M OBIEAFET HIEH (LAIL )™ 2R L Lzihé, RN F L — Ik 2 —Hiya
HIF 30~47% EERTH Do L7HoT, FLF—VBOERITROYBESFALON L WA TBREESZ
BB LR, BRPICRE LT — VW RAT) LEFH B,

B, FLr—VHEICEEEOREN FLF— IS, BEETEIER L F— U, NESRERIF

)
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L — I RSERAEN FLF - AN, WTRLEFZEEIREEINTVWE, 26D
BRI OVWTIZE SR DEFOERIVETH S,

3) RetigeRa

| ca6d | RIMTERICKT B N L — S OB ?
BRER, AHERR, 55V IEREOMAZED SBREERICHL TR NLF— V%
BEMNLF—Y, RESORNLF—T, SARONLF—Y) 2RITTAETHS | HEE
A

| CQE5 | BHRMBERICX T BHHRIY K L — T DB’ A ?

BENEAIREENRNL I~ 2T THUEEMZEH LV EBRMERICHE L TEsHE
MRLF—FHITTINETH S HEEA

FEARERM T A FLF— ViRl REMFLF—Y, FWRENNL =Y, AR FLF—) 0@
ELTEICZT AR TV RO, (1) B2 EOEREZED o, (2) B lilh &OaHHES £
L7zdo, (3) HBBRPICHEATI D, 4) BEF6cm U EOKRELRLD, (5) 6AMY LEABEE
fToTHHMAMERDRNDD, RETHE, 20 H (D~@) KN LTERTEBZIMLIIRA-6%
Vi, —%, (4), (5) DWWk “6cm-6 week criteria” & LTHISNT WA, EAFEN6cm 22 55
E£TH-TH 6 B LOEW follow up 2179 T &I & 0 BRIEET HEMD H Y, #8972 EHEIS T
vy (LY 3b~4)789,

WEAR RIS AR LT, BN FLF—, AHENFL Y, AR FLF—Y (FEIAE
EREM) D3 ONH L. BEMNLF— VIR VEFRT, HEERITS0~1002IETHZ b, HRIIE
Ll —JC#b ) ) BEBEELTAER (LA 20~30)"™ 2355, LaL, BENFLF—JICL DR
PEREREAS—BEAYICTE R L C O BB IR T 2D % 2 < (Lr 3b)™), AR N L —
CAMEBLETHER (LALIH)E® EALNE, ZOMBICHETLME—D 7T ANRY F 1 7 % BT RAT
22 (L)L 2b)™ T, —HMEERIREN L F—YT77% (20/26), AR N L+ — 2T 73%
(18/26) THY, HEERBLIUEARIEMEFF TELZRO RV EDOHRIVRIN TV S,

BEHFLF—YRALBIE, Z0RMEICBIT S 07— 7 VEBENMAEY 16~42 H & #HE (LN
W 20~30)1 ENTWDHIENE, TOMMEFRETL 2BUEEN T RO L WIEAIENILERN % &0
WEIBI FLF— VR EBTRETH S, SHITRENFLF— V0BT E O HE L # L OBkz
BB LI EHFEET, WEORENER 2L, WEHELND - THEM L OITEF R WEHEIIEREN N
LF— V2SR TH AL I ENBHEIN T B, F/, MERMICESMRERRICS L TBEER F L F—
VMR Z S L, BEIERUBRIRRNTH L ERESNTVE, &b, BELOZTELZRDD
BRI LT B2 BT R R SR EREN FLF— VEREA~NOBRm B 2 Wi L, BBt
BMEHEEFHTE B EHMEShTWEY,

FEARVERE LI BB BB T B2 A D H 5. REREH &+ ZIBNERIC X 2 BELENZEN P L
F— T (LR 4) RN R L —Y (LU )22 S ge720%, BEEnEi FLvr—2i%, #i
Zk BBEROTIHESNEET ICH S P IR TEX A Z LR E 2 b, BERABREICLZT( FPE5
ICZE MR T RENARIEE NS (LA 4)2, BILEN FLF— Y ERHLEN 7 70— FHBART,
PE & IR BO D DEBIHHRE RV EE. NRENEREOELREMESL LT, &, ZHEAFETL
NBA5, Ak, REMICHET AARIRRE L ORETE 5 LBREREI 2V
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1) db¥F%FE, HiF %, BREZR, . SURARERNORREEOED) IS 5 RN, B &Rk 1993
94: 824-831. (J&HE L~V 3b)

2) Levant JA, Secrist DM, Resin H, et al. Nasogastric suction in the treatment of alcoholic pancreatitis. A controlled
study. JAMA 1974; 229: 51-52. ({45 L~Xv 1b)

3) Naeije R, Salingret E, Clumeck N, et al. Is nasogastric suction necessary in acute pancreatitis? Br Med J 1978; 2:
659-660. (5 L~ 1b)
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