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c. PET-CT. Bk b SUV-max &EDMER
ELTEHaEN5.
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1 UIRECS T 2BKRREFNETF
Variables Odds ratio 95%.Conﬁdence P Value
interval
Univariate analysis
Female vs. Male 2.247 1.136~4.444 0.0199
RO vs. R1-2 3.268 1.721~6.211 0.0003
M(=)vs.(+) 9.259 3.257~26.32 0.0001
S(=)vs.(+) 1.880 0.989~3.571 0.0540
PV(—=)vs.(+) 2.004 1.054~3.802 0.0341
PL(—=)vs.(+) 2.667 1.190~5.952 0.0171
ly 0-1vs. ly 2-3 3.125 1.479~6.623 0.0028
adjuvant chemo (—)vs.(+) 3.226 1.664~6.250 0.0005
Multivariate analysis
ly 0-1vs. ly 2-3 2.809 1.193~6.623 0.0181
adjuvant chemo (—)vs.(+) 2.398 1.135~5.076 0.0220
Cox’s proportional hazard model.
K2 WNEMBEINEEICLIBESE LHFREZVWAF
#BhHEIE (+) BN AL (—)
(N=36) (N=21) Falue
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pTEF (T1-3/T4) 24/12 17/4 0.2469
pNEF (NO/N1-N2) 13/23 11/10 0.2301
ly(+/-) 18/18 8/13 0.3840
v(+/-) 10/26 10/11 0.1300
ne(+/—) 14/22 10/11 0.5196
1.0 ﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁ(ﬂ (n—ss)j P=00218
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T4 ME2ELEEFRCH T IRAREFHRTF

95% Confidence

Variables Odds ratio : P Value
interval

Univariate analysis

RO vs. R1 4.078 1.021~17.03 0.0451
S(=)vs.(+) 4.604 1.103~19.22 0.0286
ly0~1vs.ly2~3 4.986 1.202~16.85 0.0208
v0~1vs.v2~3 5.305 1.249~15.82 0.0176
adjuvant chemo (—)vs.(+) 3.833 1.092~13.45 0.0315
Multivariate analysis

vO0~1vs.v2~3 12.81 1.370~119.9 0.0253
adjuvant chemo (—)vs.(+) 8.852 0.943~83.06 0.0562

51 :201

Logistic regression analysis.
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trial (LLF, RCT) TEHili L 72\ D HhDFHRED D
5. MiEtHBEEICET 2B AMKICOWTSFu®
RAwWw7-#Eh#EEICEAT A2 RKHEAELRCTE LT
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», CIRARERERE xS AiaHE L LT F2MET
DEMWBH B DDEEZ LD, FFFTIZ20065
SHICEERIC LT 740 332080
TBH THASIDRBER IR o722 LA 5]
PR RERERE TR MBI ERIE & L TS 1B MERER
GEM SIS 2 fTo TV 5k bR T
ETHBY, TOFEMEICE LT BIF2BEHIR
HFENTETV 2220, IFAETS1IZEE L7280k
TRERERE 13§ B LERE B L TR MBI E &
L COE ezt FAFFE b ETHTH ), Z0%
PEIFFE NS,

URTREZ BAETER TIZ, BEHLRE
BISAEHIDBR (S0 2 THITRHBNEE AT T & 25,
BRERORMTHUBILEELEZZONLYS,
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REPR 2 EER LI N TE L, F0FE
BEESLRTF N7 7 F V2 80RFDILE,
WRMLFEEEOFEREL &, BEOTFHHIED
TEDIITELRFT L DOBRENDHY, 5%DS
5% BREDPLETH 3.
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<BEEEMEZRE O [BEEA] —BEEEMECKHSNZ XL EEFH) —>

F4mE Tk - BHHE

LAY SOV
RKAHBKE  F4&5—5

EE  JBEHA DGR EST X EPBD %179 NEHGIHRE L IRIER T MR 2 8074}
HeEEICKBl e NS, FHABEL LT, EST T, ZEfl, EPBD TIIEROHEENS
{, BABRZEIZEPBD & LKL TEST TEHWHERIZH 545, EPBD O RMEIEF A\
DEHDORFAVLETHSH. NEWEEL L TEEETEN 21T BRI I TETWA

FEPEH TR %L, REFZEOREL LD, WNREMEEL OB BSEVET
H5H. TZIHEBGILEREOMBERE 4 DEBREDBEILHH—EN T2V, BEFEETIEE
BOELEDIFHILIITET, EMETEHEIDPLCBREERISRVREDEBEELRY
TRETHS. BEEALEMRERITEICHEEL THY, moderate, severe 2 2B %
G D first choice IZTAHRBHBREIEERE FLF—TITHBI &N 5, BE L OB B

NEDIBZHhLDEETH 5.

®5|HE: ME&AE  EST  EPBD

L ®IC

fRERE OERITIER, EICHEICX 25 B0 HEE
PIThNMTW722% ERCP OFIRIC & ) MHRERA G A
BRIZEE Y, RETIIARKFREFLL L-AR
ReRE L Fiir (B, BRIEESRT) (2 X 241 8ayEHRC
KAlENB &)l o7:. NRFEMEREEERTF
Mz SFOHBHEROVTIOBEIIBVWTY, &
R BREBREAD VL ILERICHAEBRE
L. BRMICRHSHECHADHEREREI S 2L
DREREIT) ENFETHS. ARMTIRIBERG
BREDOTFHREAGHEICIONT, ThETOHREICD
NONOHEEDKREEHLETHRIETS.

EERERARDEE

NBFRERI T OIS AN, BERSA OBRE
d FRTICREEZOML, EEFREAVWTHRL
BRELAZRICT 72— 72 BET 25889055 — %
BTN T & T/, LRIBERTHEMNIC, +
“HERAERE;RERAORB L ER SN BHAIC
BT ZHEBNILEREEM T Twi Lyl

FERE SR

B RS R 2 SR NE B A I A A Rl 4

B HHE

1974 SFIC RSB FLERIERHEIBAWNT (EST) s X
NTLRY, TORBR R SIEERA I 2 G
—&L, TOHLIIARFNERE LY, BTeER
BEDHELE L LHIEDMERTITONE LIk,
BETIIEEERBEL o TWwWa. 1983 £ IZITAHEEN
FLEE SV — CILERHT (EPBD) 2SR E#A OISR E
BEE L THDTHRESN- L OD?, iR % 2D
e MIbHE Y IThbhkroi. LEL, 3k
EEE (N 2 LR REIRTE O A2 & EPBD »3E AT
SN, EST L WV BERADERDOFLEL ) EHD
WEVITOND LI o79 —7F, HEEiEREEE
U TP iiess T ABEEHE Al ASRR 246 A 1 (2303 B
DHE—FIRE LTILE 2721990 FEED S, RERKR
WX AEFEE LT EST 720 Tld 2 { s T HB %
BABREFHIITONE LIk o/2d, FHOEL
EVLK O OEBIC L ) NEEAERIT & —ARRICIT
DNTWRWOINBIRTH B.

EST. EPBD IZ & 5U)A, FETFi, MEESETF
M EDEREICL T, BERFEILRELY, T2
EHERTOHEELRLZ7:0, ThEFhDGBEELES
EIZABHEE FRIZOWTEST 5.
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F*1 EST @M &OHE

nEE WEF | R | BOHE (%) | Bl (%) | 210 (%) | BEx (%) | 183 - JBEL (%)
NI R 2006 | 356 24 (6.7) 9 (25) 4 (11) | 11 D 0 (0.0)
HES O 2005 | 687 | 31 (45 | 5 (07 | 1(01) 4 (06) 21 (31)
N 2005 | 111 9 (81 | 6 (54) | 0 (00) 3 27) 0 (0.0)
Disario & ® 2004 | 120 4 (33) | 000 | 1(08) 1 (08) 2 (16)
Fujita &9 2003 | 144 17 (118) | 2 (14) | 0 (0.0) 4 (28) 11 (76)
Sugiyama 5 ' | 1998 115 9 (78) 3 (26) 1 (0.9) 4 (35) 1 (09)
Wojtun & 1 1997 | 324 | 22 (68) | 6 (19) | 4 (1.2) 8 (25) 4 (12)
Bergman & ' | 1997 | 101 24 (238) | 4 (40) | 1 (10) 7 (69) 0 (0.0)
HEES 2010 | 143 10 (7.0) 107 | 2(14) 7 (49) 0 (0.0)
T EBBILLHBHDBIEDRER FHIGEEICIT,

AEE A3 2 RS G IS PR SR IR AT .G
THY, 1FEALDEFTHRBEMILEELHE RN
(EST) & L < 1&PI#8Ea95L5H /S v — >~ 43R4 (EPBD)
BELTONTVE, WFNOFELEIRT 200134
ABRLKRE S, HAOREWA, L&t GO
BELIVRESND EBDNEY, ThFhOFH
TR, #Eddb7:0, TRt icld 5
BEVERITOR TV 3 45IZEPBD 240k LTiT-
TV 5 i TR FLERAEIR TR L 2 RETHconT
BRLTWD I EAE VA, EBIIZEST & LT
EPBD TIZERDEHENFVI ELPERERIZHET S
HELHATHELD, ELLOFRHELFRTEH
WEOWTRIEREFT O H 5.

1. AREERVFLIBIEFERIRAMT (EST)

EST 3B E#HA X4 2 ERCPOISAFRE LT1974
FIZ Kawai 512 & o THE SN TLUSK, #h % TRE
AT HERE L THEBER L2 ThhTunk
o lRIE—EL, FifL ik L TERERDERE
LTIEE Y, BETRIEERREROBHEE %o T
. LyLads, ZOFHEIFESHTIIZL, »5H
EORBREBMHBLETH Y, g, Wi, ELewv
VEBLGEMEIRIN ) B EREICAEICBENT
fibzhiEeohv. MESNTWS EST OB
BIHEDHEY V%K 1 IIRYT. SESKOEEL
33~238% Lik4 Tdh BH%, 2004 FELLEDIREF Tt
33~81% & LAAT & H# L TIRETH 4 Ok TH 7.0%
Thol:. AHEERTOELEHE LT, YHEER
ECRERE, HOEERENEZONS. AHHE
DRI, WA 0~54%, ZEFLAHT0~14%. BEZeHs
06~69% TEETHH LTz, BE TEIEENEHE

WL ERRCBEILETH .

ESTOHmE LTHMAOEEKRESTESLD, 10
mm L EDOKRE LA LEBEORA LIFRA R Lot
LTOLUAEDTHRETH Y, MEATHTERIERA
HiFTa, ARBOFEOELTHL. —HREEL
Tid, UIRASERIC b & 243+ ZiEIGFLEEIE M = V)BT
5T L TIHEBAENBEAE L, # 0B HITHERYC
FoT, RMGHEL LTELSEE L BREA.
MREERAFHICBITHI05E%., BV ETIRERICL BT
MH 7% E\EBSLETH L. EST #RMEHEDH
BER 2RI RERADEREFIE 78~173%
Tholz. F4c DR TIZ 143 Bl EST # R A BHE
DIEEIZ63% TH D, £725 FLULORYZBEHE
EFIN L vz Bbh, SHOEL ZEFERE
REIZEBBENLETH 5.

EST #% D REE# H il 0 L3 ISR L T IERR A O
FETHERAOFRRPLIBEROEGHENRELL S
Enh, BRAVPGTINDZEIATHE. HEROMET
IR ZEERDOEHEIL 15~143% Thotz. F
B o3, IBERFAER 52% ORNRITA AR RFER
72355%. MANRBRFHA52% LIBEHAOFET
EST #DERRDEHHRICEI S o770, [BEESK
BEOTREEHALLZ) A CTRELRFTLILD
TREEERZONDERRTWE. —F, BHAELOHE
T, DHEABIEROFEIERIL 393 Fl+ 22 F1 (56%)
B OHE L ZNEEN L VD OD, FORFRITE
ARZERFRH 257 BT I PILBERERELTES
T, 22 BIONRE IR IZETHANMEBIRFE 136 I THRD
LN e, AABETEMIMZ SN 25HEIC
X EST ZICIBERH LT INETH B LBRT V3.
T MALOMETHY, SYEARFEIIEAE 11 41(14.3%)
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24 % 5% (2010)

]2 EST %RMEHE

WEE | WMEF |EFIH | SHEERE (%) | BEL/BERT (%) FRE %% R %
FHSW | 2010 | 1242 | 164 (132) 28/536 (5.2) — -
BESW | 2010 | 762 71 (93) 22/393 (56) — —
ZHOGY | 2010 | 144 25 (173) 6/72 (8.3) 4 (28) 2 (14)
/MUARG D | 2006 349 29 (83) - - -
AEO6e | 2005 836 69 (7.8) 11/77 (14.3) 2/162 (1.2) * | 1/162 (0.6) *
"R 2005 | 111 15 (135) 5 (45) 3 (27) —
Biwo 1w | 2005 | 197 19 (96) 3 (15) e —
BEEL 2010 | 143 9 (6.3) 0746 (0.0) = -

*EST % 5 £ Ll E#%:8 162 £

DHL, EAMBEREHI IS FAF6H(171%), EL
JRERAFREAT 42 Bl 5B (11.9%) LHat#ERICER
TV ODOEREREFH CHEROREEHRES RV
BEH o7z BRTWE, BERAOERIINT S
JEERMIEOFHEICEA L TIZHL TR WA, FAIE
BN LTETREACLIAIBREETFHTH LWV EK
TOREMEAMIIFENTH), LELOBEELXDEHE
DIMKRT L, BODPICEEDLILOETHEATRER
AEELTV2HAICIEEBEME2ITIRETHS
EEZONS.

RERABRELEDRZVBE R, FREOESIIL
ZWHON, EELREL 225605, BIMEIC
BITLTRCLTWARESLH A Z EH 59, REAAIC
RABELITH) ILFEELEAOND. $/:, EH
REREDEHH S HPIHRES LTV 525, EST LD
BRIZEZEHL TR, SHROS L2 HMEFPLE
Tha.

2. NiREAYTLEE/ VL — S HLERT (EPBD)

EPBD 1983 4EiC Staritz 522 & ) JBERKAOHR
HEBEREL LT THRES LD, BHEHEL
L TEBERDOEESBD TEVE W) BHY» S, 4
MBI EAETDN D o 72, 1990 FRIC L - THE
HTIRERHEMVER LIEDTH2 S, JFICIEEREIS
X3 % FLEAMERE DIRTF D 545 EPBD % MacMathuna
O ASEERA L', BIZ 1995 4512 EPBD @ B A 72 (G #ERK
MeMmELRY. Lk AHTHE  DREX TEST
ERVREFAOEELE LTIThNA L5124 D, EST
EDEEARERER LTI TS, EPBD DRV E
B RIERICAERENRFCETVINE I P
W) FIZD &% EST & EPBD %D FLEERGE D HBHR
HETolHEIIVLOH»DH Y, Isayama HP L iEHE

1~3 Fid@ L7-EFI T HMBES v F7 57 412k

% HE T EPBD B & M BB TIZZAMED o 72DITH L
TEST % T3+ 1B M T TORBY»ERICEMHL
ToERRNTVE, FHOLY IEERE, IEEICL S
FLBABBERFMI T, EST % T3 & A L DR TR
EDSEEICEEME LT L F 9 2% EPBD Tix 50~70% @
ﬁEﬁ PIRFTEZLH|EL T A, —F T Takahata
523, 4 X %Jﬁ\ﬂf:%i‘:ﬁf%;ﬁﬁfi R 3 v— ek
SHRABTHEEICRGT, ALEREREN T AT
REEIZDWTHRRT WS, £/8/9I212 EPBD T3 5L
FERBOIEHEBIZRFEESND LV I BEIL VLD
D, TOBRKMERICHL TR IZTHICHLMICE
NTELY, REICZoTREFHOFEIHR L
AL oTEN, EST &5 & F72EEHAS
EWoD, BRIEMNKDENE X UEHEE EHT
BIZOVWTOFEILELEbNS.

EPBD TIZ MR EILOEREANT LA LS, F
&b EST LB L TES TH 5. LD X 912 EPBD
DEPEE L TROBFENECEEISLELEHEH
EIMEERTH ), BEROMETIZ 20~154% 232
b pIN-IB BT ¥ EPBD #OAHHEIZD W
TDOAYTF Y)Y ATIE®, EPBD (2 EST &L T
UADEIIRMEL, BROFGRE B VDS, HillL
RHB 2 BEEEHEDRBREIEVE LTwa. »w(
DD EST & EPBD OiGHE#E % L8 L 72 Randomized
control trial (RCT) D#EHFH ), Watanabe®, Disa-
rio®, Fujita 5?13, EPBD & EST & L L THEIHT
BREROEHEIED o /2 LHE L TV 5. 4512 Disa-
rio b DIMETIXESTH TIIEERLZ 1611 D% h o
7275, EPBD B TIid 117 Bl 6 B EAERE K % 320
FOIL2FDFHEL T ENLRERIZPIEE LD,
EPBD IV —F V4TI RE TII 2 WERBZOTTE
N, COHELD EITKETRIEEERADOERELT



B DL

73 EPBD #%EMEHHE

HhEE WEE | fEBIE | EHFE (%) | M (%) | FIL (%) | BEdk (%) | MB%E: - fBE L (%)
=k5®3 2007 101 (2.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (20) 0 (0.0)
/AR S P 2006 266 7 (64) 1 (04) 0 (00) |16 (6.0) 0 (0.0)
L85 20 2006 1000 3 (9.3) 2 (02) 4 (04) |48 (48) 39 (39)
NN 2005 130 9 (6.9) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 9 (69) 0 (0.0
Disario & ¥ 2004 117 1 (17.9) - 0 (0.0) 18 (154) 1 (09)
Fujita 5 ¥ 2003 138 0 (145) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) | 15 (109) 5 (36)
Bergman & 12 | 1997 101 7 (16.8) 0 (0.0) 2 (2.0) 7 (69) 0 (0.0)
FEDL 2010 58 8 (138) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0 8 (138) 0 (0.0)

X4 EPBD %EMEHHE
REE WEFE | EFIB | BEHERE (%) fBg3EJ¢/IBE R (%) fBE % (%)

LIF 5 20 2010 248 31 (125) 5/74 (6.3) 4 (16)

THG 2010 138 12 (87) 3/55 (55) 0 (0.0)

=k 2007 101 5 (50) 0 (0.0) -

NS PR 2006 251 6 (24) - -

EELD 2005 130 14 (108) 1/42 (24) 0 (0.0)

i o 10 2005 158 14 (89) 4 (25) -

Kig o W 2005 145 11 (76) 4 (27) 4 (2.7)

®HEDL 2010 55 3 (52) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0

EST FHAhLEZoTWwA, LaL, ORI

B1(125%) \H 3%

BODIZH,

ZDOHEE L EPBD 0

SRR SEFFE TN TV BN D 5720,
—BUC TN TEHME T ORRETH Y, KHD
METHLEEEROEHIIHE SN D L ODOHIEAIK
MANEBITLIERIZ W &2 6, EFNIG L T
REROTIVHDEEZ HND. F4 DRETH RCT
TI3M A%, EST 8 & g L T EPBD BRIZH EICHES
DEWEVEro-b0D, FEERKLIE 1 FILEL,
WENRD RFMBTEEL TS (£3).

EPBD 2T B L H o T b I5ENFBE, &
W > TRBBEOBRBMESNSE L)%k oT
ETV5(RY. AROHETIIEABREIL 24~125%
TINWIB EST L EPBD O LLIHRET % 4T o - ks
TR EST HTHABEVEVERICH I, ZH LI
BRELIM Pl 7 £ TEST #%IX EPBD B & LB L TH
BICHABRENEP o7 EBRTWVWE,. ThH5DH
EDHIXEST IS & 2THLEARSIRAFEAER IS
LTEH, EPBD TIZALBEREEMSRIN TS0
ERDPBENTTREMEATRIE S N5 A8, FHBE LA 10
FULEOBFHIIZEALEL, RIIFELFMT I
S ORBEHMPLELEZONS. L5 5137,
METEULE FH101 F0BEYE T 248 B+ 31

JREDIRETKE (R, EPBD #IBHEE T 35%,
MABERFHT20% OBERETHo DI L. A
FEERFFE T 257%. IRHHEEERE TiL 216% &5
SENBETHoZE» 6, EPBD RICAREEL
BHLEEORYIBEIRIFC, SICHFABEELR
FLHEICIEERICBESHHET 4 L5729, EPBD
HICRERLM LTS 22 EAFET L EBXTY
5. ¥/, ZE6IP, itk 5 F L EOBEHRE T 101
Flsp 5 F) (5.0%) OEEERDOLEHMEL TV A2,
ZORNRITFAMPERFEFFA 3 (150%). NBMHEELE
BEAT1H1(43%) L BETET L OME L FAKTH Y,
%5 ARBEDLEITIIEHINEHRLT % H1F EPBD
BICREREM RO DN LBRNT D,

AR L Op=Ei

1. FRREFl
RIRERADGEREIT 1974 FEICEST AHhEsh s F
T, FIR TS+ ZIEEE LR IBE R % #ELI L.
REETICEADREETo 2B FLF—VFa—
TELTTLERTT v 7 AED T Fa2— 7% BEA
WEBLTL AR THo7:. TFa—7%
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24 % 5% (2010)

®5 MEHETFhkeHE

mEE HE SEFIE GRIREEE/IREYIR) EPHE (%) IEHR (%) HaEEE (%)
EHNI6 W 2010 421 (203/218) 38 (9.0) 17 (4.0) 14 (33)
Paganini & 3% 2007 191 (191/0) 10 (5.1) 2 (1.0) 6 (31)
Paganini & 3 . 2005 138 (0/138) 8 (5.7) 3 (21) 11 (30)
Waage 5 3 2003 175 (128/47) 12 (6.8) 2 (1.1 8 (46)
Riciardi & 3" 2002 346 (270/76) 33 (95) 3 (09) 9 (27)
Tokumura & 3® 2002 217 (91/126) 25 (115) 8 (37) 5 (23)
Lezoche & 39 1996 96 (63/33) 7 (7.3) 2 (21) 5 (5.2)
BBTAHEZRL LTIZEEZRE LIBT ) o i % @ik TEBRRTEN, COBERPLEREZSETNA NI 4

Té JRE RAER TR 2 BRET 5, BIREA
OB EICFAROBEILY HRERBREEITH & &S
%H%hé#.ﬂ”ﬁ%&ﬁif@ﬁ%#%bﬁ%w
WY D2 57:0,KRET THIBEEDORKHZEL,
it e i L TARMMS R 22 L) MER
LbdHs LarL, BETLEKREAH, BUKRLRED
HTEFER], Mirrizi SEMREEE 2 EOPRET B X OIS
TOMAEHPEEZEFICHT L TITORL TV 2#TH
5. WHRENEHHEL LTI —R AT R EBHEI
Z, Bty ROMEE 2 5. BEERIZBEDREBOE
BREREB LT Fa—TOEBRLEETHEH, F
LF— VRV TH D L EIRFOIRABET
A ETHETA. BHREENS (UEVEVGE
i3, ENBD F2— 7% % & L—FRICBHHEE LT
BEARLEHDOEE X INHZ L THRAEXHTS.
REFMICIILAENYETHDOD, HEICHNRT S
BAWCIIEFNCL 2REGHSEPINEREN 2 1T
ITELHBH. RHEHHEL LTIZBEYREOLRE
WL EERPCHRERELLEEELDL I LA DHD.
FICHAASIC X AR & U RICIREREL £
L3I LdEw, HEIHTHERE L TIEATRER
IN— LRI A 7 PREBR, WEFHMLVSGE
WIEEFEMICL 2BEBRMN % £23% 5. Uchiyama
523, BIREYRYA, TFa—7 FLF—UMils
JARERADEREERIZI03% LEETHo/2Z M
b, COMRIEADERE LTIE—RHNTDH L2
LT LLBRTFBOEREEZORVEREL TS
DRniRESEAOEHR CRIBEDRTAICNR, BE
FED =D 2+ 1B FLEEM b Th L Tz a8,
% AR GIZON, itk 10~22 SERRABE L+ 2185
FLBEAUG 108 Bl S B, REIGHEEL LTREL%E
76 (65%). FFIEH % 46 (37%), REERE = 8Hl
(74%) 12328, 8 BIDREERE T VT FHEARTH -

YOTRET ZHEENIERRM AT X&TiEn
wEaEhtws

2. FERREETFl

R CTREEAME SN T 25 F9ER & LTIk
THREERBEMAIL E o 2\, S, BESAISHT 4
BagiEdEE LTEESETFER b ITbha L 91k o7,
JEESE T REE AW ICIE, BEICEEDRE Ah$C
[REE»OHEALRETIRBEBENT Tu—F L,
fEEZER LY ARICIBE 2 ESMHT 2IRETR T
Tu—FD2@BYDFENHY, RRIZEoTWIN
DOHEEZRBIRT LI EICRE. WTFhOFEICBY
THEBEETEROAY Yy PELT, (1) EEERL
fRE#EAOmA I L T—HICERSTE S, (2)
FEFM L B2 ) MBIAVNE v, (3) MEOREIEAE W
O ARBEEY, @) TEBAEREEb LV
IO EREYIRFTCEAI L EEHITONS. L
PLEDG, FHFREPELHTIIZL, BEYRED
AR AMBERIICD VEEFEZ &2 2L
HIEESRE T TIT) S L i@ HEAisER S, BE
FERHEORE, AR I Lo TIIBEESETFM T
Wt dbdsb. T EEREPLETHLO
ZHUIHE ) BBFER MR THR OB, EIREA S
9B NBGENERE, EHHENE U546 O AB i
NERLZ EOHHT, ARFEMERLEBTHIIER
FERLTOW2RWOREIKTHAS. LarL, +2F K
FLBARED R EZ DL 2 WRIEERAOEBIIBLT
BEISL TV RELEELIIEZ TS
HEROBETIED Y, BEET FMREEDHE
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Prognosis and complication after treatment for bile duct stones
Jiro Ohuchida, MD., Kazuo Chijiiwa, MD, FACS, AGAF

The choice of treatment for bile duct stones is either by endoscopic approach; endoscopic sphincterotomy
(EST) and endoscopic papilla balloon dilation (EPBD), or surgical approach; open and laparoscopic bile duct ex-
ploration. The bleeding and perforation in the EST group and pancreatitis in the EPBD group are frequent com-
plications. These complications induce critical conditions, thus careful procedures and follow-up are necessary.
The reported recurrent rates of bile duct stones in the EST group tend to be higher than in the EPBD group,
however further long-term follow up study after EPBD is mandatory. The number of laparoscopic common bile
duct explorations increases, however its advantage should be considered when the incidences of postoperative
complications and long-term prognosis after laparoscopic surgery are evaluated. At present, the most prefer-
able treatment procedure can be selected at each institution to decrease the short-term and long-term morbidi-
ties. Since the bile duct stone and acute cholangitis are closely related and the initial treatment for moderate/se-
vere cholangitis is endoscopic biliary drainage, both surgical and endoscopic approach should be provided for

patients with bile duct stones.
JJBA 2010; 24: 762—769

Surgical Oncology and Regulation of Organ Function, Miyazaki University School of Medicine (Miyazaki)
Key Words: bile duct stone, EST, EPBD, laparoscopy, complication
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