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5o
AH 7 =3 L 3 .
C M) FREINL%HEIEEEN (limited) TH 5

HOMEZL, WEROHEME, FEMWIELZ LD Lk,
TFHEINLRIZIZEAERBEHTE 2\ (very little confidence) o
BOREIIRN RO ML EAMIIBBLEREDESTH 5,

Bl BHBTY P HACHETAIEBDORCTs oDV ATFIT 4 v 7 LEa—%2METLHE, WOIETFT L ADEIZ
(@] OBET 50 b LIFWICHEALARKIES (-2) BHIHHEIIE, RENAEIET Y 208 K] L7425,

D [IEHIZAE]

MR E OB EHRT B2 EICENLIUR LA, 72, TNOHORIZTIH STV B30k Z 5 ITH MK
DFHHIZ L o TRO NI OV THBE RIS 720 BFHE LTHIZTIHSI NS o DSNE, EHlE L
THEE, HAFHEOMRZ 65 & L7z

EECEMENRE Lzms, @72 SRt L.

T X o TR H A Ok Z BRFEm L7z GElZ & T2 SH) o

2) #MAEELTHDIEFLZADLANIL

W2, AWMINERODW, ERICEDLIZEZ VIV 2 AF a VRS EE, AL T Y M AR
L, SO7 Y M A RERICELHLENETTAL VY TOV—T5F LT, TP RT 285
VA%, GRADE Y A7 ATHWOLNTWAY ATV T4 v 7L Ea— (1YW oFEsHVCEHIEL,
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X2 WRTYA28E
EREXH, BLUXPICEHBETRRKL %,

MET Y1 BEEE i e
Clinical practice guidelines
CPG B - e B A %
SR Systematic review
VATFRTAv I LEa—
Meta analysis
MA
X 2R
RCT Randomized controlled tria
Z 24 LAEHEEGE R
0s Observational study, Cohort study, Case control study
BZ=M, K- MR, 7—X3> bO—IVERR
cs Case series, Case report
TEGIEIEME, EAERS
EO* Expert opinion
HMRODER

*FARTA RIA TlE, BMROBRIIZZELT52Y, TR ELTTHWTW ARV,

&3 HROM
HEDR S

"“EfET 5 L EHETS
‘ERELGEW ZEEHETD
‘BT 5" CEERETD
‘ERLEW ZEERETD

1 (FRU\HEE)

2 (B3 iEdE)

wikE LT YT X (body of evidence) ##tEL, TNH2FELOTIZ YA NI 2 AF 3 YKHEHD
WAHTE T Y X (overall evidence) & [L )bk | LKL L7z,
B, BATAL KT A4 TORIHATTHKIZIEZDOTOWIIE TV A ¥ % ZDIHORBICHIMNICERL L (£2),

3) HEDRS DRE

KoV Z AN 2 AF g Y OMYFIL, D EOEEICL > THONAHEEZ D LIS, BROMERTEOEE
PERRR L7zo IRIC, HEROMIZRDD720DTA FF4 8tV ERMKL,

DY F ¥ ADffEH S

@BFHE DR

QBHICL s TR L E (HRMEOATHRL, REWDEMT L)

@2 Z b
DAEBEZENEN [+] [ -] T L7z,

I vk v A&, Delphi #5%° GRADE Grid #1286 U CHEEE T, 70 % ML Lo %E b - T
L7 1HHT, Ml TcEsrne &id, SHEEAERLZH) AT, 20, 3MEHEEZHEY KL
HARTA % FVIE, Tho 4ATHHOEGHERZBE LTI L, HARDEZRI Z MR L CThitio b, i



ik & k7 GRADE Grid W TR SITRT [HEROBS | 2E L, RAXHORANICHBRICKL L2,
2720, FRCHEAMEREIELTD, 70% U EOREPESNZWSEERH Y, T X ) BT [
R”TET] & L7

7. &

SHRLEFOMESR L L HICBEMHERITN T 2BHRNEDLILLELDT, ZOH4 FF4 ¥ b Eilimi
Ml 2B s E2A0N05, 00, SROT—F 077V —72%ETHE LT, BWBEOHA FI4 >~
N2 D FFAMARS 3 & BRI B O#EAL, LI Ty ZAZ2UEMG L, BHIE LC54EBOWRET 2179 &F
i LCid, ERMA S ONEOTHRE, indicator (bundle) % FV7zzh4 - BHA, HHEOE,
Ty — Mg, A NI VEHliE FEE LR Rk ICIUE L, FHERE 21T, BETT %,

8. &£
COHA FTA PRI E LB TNT, ORI S, OB EYY S, BANESER,

HANFEISEF R DRI DD D TH Y, TRUSNOMK - ©EL EDLLOEEMG IR T

AP

9. KXHA KA L ERKEDTX

1) BRIR CER S N -RED R

TGO07, TG13, HAFEMEE 1R, %2 MOFERE, BRMND S OFHliAH L Shize TRHid, i
ELTHIRENIZb DR, FRMEETOREE LT Shze ZOWNEIRL, [HA4 FF 4 ¥ L RROTERE ]
ELTHELREREER, THZNOFNTH 2 UET T 2BOEEMGHED 1 > & LTHIG L7,

ERil1Ee

2) ENAILT T DRE R4t

SRR g% - PREERZHFTA ¥ T4 2 2018 DENA VT 7Y 7 —3 3~ (iPhone, iPad, Android Xft)
PHBEINTVE, 2OT 7V, TGI3DT 7)) ZFHLTWAEEE, EHT4624T, 20%% TG18
PHHWEETH %o

TG 18 (Update Tokyo Guidelines) BX ORI A K54 ¥ (HARGEHR) ODENA VT T) r— 3 Vi,
http://www.jshbps.jp/modules/en/index.php?content_id=47 226 ¥ 7 >0 — RN TX 5%,

App store (for i—Phone users) Google Play (for Android users)
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3) TG 18 (Update Tokyo Guidelines) DEFIAR

TG 18 A&, J HepatoBiliary Pancreat Sci IR SNEXA 7YY —F 7 yu— Figsk 2> Tw5
(http://www.jshbps.jp/modules/en/index.php?content_id=47) LEFENA VT T 20 H 7 7 & A )50
HEThhbo

4) KHA K1 > OREFRERF

[SPEIAE 8 - TR A N T4 > 2018) (BFAEFHM) & LTEAL, S 5IMEFoERS, B
HERDR—ER=DIHBT L TFETH 5,

H ARSI R 224 R — 4 _— P ¢ http//www.jshbps.jp/

H A AR %4k — A X— Y © http://plaza.umin.ac.jp/jaem/

HARRE S A R — A X— Y ¢ http//www.tando.gr.jp/

H ARSEHEGREF A AR — A _R— Y @ http//www.gekakansen.jp/

Minds (2458 H2: A H ARERBEREFFHMBEME) & — 24— © http://minds.jcqhc.or.jp/

10. F=MEKR

A RIA MNEHZELD, A R4 AEEEE, 1ER 6 ISR RIZ, &H, HABEREEES
KA ER R TR (COD IB§ 22 v, &H, AW N4 PRI LREZ L &
SNz,

EHICHERRILER R IIBWTIE, & CQ (Foreground Question) MEIZHRELRTIC, #EFFZEML (Econom-
ic COI) &My RAEMHC (Academic COI) OHIE %2477z, [COIH Y | oA, KELFEHEL, B
Rofiy 2B S LREFT-> 720

5| F 32k

1) BPEIRE SR - MEROBHEATA N4 >~ (B 1) . REREFTMR, HA, 2005. (CPG)

2) Takada T, Strasberg SM, Solomkin JS, Pitt HA, Gomi H, Yoshida M, et al. TG 13 : Updated Tokyo Guidelines
for the management of acute cholangitis and cholecystitis. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2013;20 : 1-7. (CPG)

3) BMENRER - BEERBEFT A FT 4 2013 (5210, RARIFEM, #2013, (CPG)

4) Takada T. Tokyo Guidelines 2018 : Updated Tokyo Guidelines for the management of acute cholangitis/acute
cholecystitis. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2018 ;25 : 1-2. (CPG)

5) fEIFRE, INEE AEAE, NBEIT RERDE, S HMEEHE. Minds BEAA B 74 EROT5] & 2014,
Peodbe, AL, 2014

6) MHESFRE. BHTA KL 0 D7DD GRADE Y AT A—8E 2 i—. ™MRA 74 7, BARI, 2015.

7) The GRADE * working group. Grading quality of evidence and strength of recommendations. BMJ 2004 ; 328 :
1490-1494 (printed, abridged version).

8) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Vist GE, Kunz R, Falck—Ytter Y, Alonso—Coello P, et al. Rating quality of evidence
and strength of recommendations : GRADE : an emerging consensus on rating quality of evidence and strength
of recommendations. BMJ 2008 ; 336 (7650) : 924—926.

9) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Kunz R, Vist GE, Falck — Ytter Y, Schiinemann HJ]. GRADE Working Group. Rating
quality of evidence and strength of recommendations : What is “quality of evidence” and why is it important
to clinicians ? BMJ 2008 : 336 (7651) : 995—-998.

10) Schiinemann HJ, Oxman AD, Brozek J, Glasziou P, Jaeschke R, Vist GE, et al. Grading quality of evidence and
strength of recommendations for diagnostic tests and strategies. BMJ 2008 ; 336 (7653) : 1106—1110.



11) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Kunz R, Jaeschke R, Helfand M, Liberati A, et al. GRADE working group. Rating quali-
ty of evidence and strength of recommendations : Incorporating considerations of resources use into grading
recommendations. BMJ 2008 ; 336 (7654) : 1170—1173.

12) Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Kunz R, Falck - Ytter Y, Vist GE, Liberati A, et al. GRADE Working Group. Rating
quality of evidence and strength of recommendations : Going from evidence to recommendations. BMJ 2008 ;
336 (7652) : 1049—-1051.

13) Jaeschke R, Guyatt GH, Dellinger P, Schiinemann H, Levy MM, Kunz R, et al. GRADE working group. Use of
GRADE grid to reach decisions on clinical practice guidelines when consensus is elusive. BM]J 2008 ; 337 : a744.

14) Guyatt G, Oxman AD, Akl E, Kunz R, Vist G, Brozek ], et al. GRADE guidelines 1. Introduction-GRADE evi-
dence profiles and summary of findings tables. ] Clin Epidemiol 2011 ; 64 ; 383—394.
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18 HIIE

BENEE S - HERO E RN A TH Do BHEHEROBIIL, AR OTIIRYE, EEHESE
Thbo —F, BVHHERTIMAZERE LawaHEAHERS DY, T, 4MUE, BdE, HEEIRE
PERETFTH 5.

2000 EDEOHE T, BMEHEROLTERIIN 10 % TH S —F, DMEHELOETHEIIMA 1 % AKiT
bolze TG13 TR, ENILOBWIEE & mEEHERENR—S N, £, 2OFERITHEY, BEERIC
& 7B o504 R, MREMOMIKT — % OB L DV ZBIN L o720 2012406, HAE - AELFE
78T TG 13 OMGE % HULIZEFWIITE 2 17V, BPEIRAE 45 6,063 B, ZPEIHSESE 5450 ) % 4Rk L 77813
EREFT -7 LY, 2018 EMBETNCH2Y, ZOMA%EER L7 (Case series : BLF CS)”, (Observa-
tional study : BAF 0S)*¥,

B, TG18IZHWTIE, FENHE Y - JHIEER OB WA N FIE K 13, Big data 12 X 2 MEER AT
SFMHLT, MLDHDEHW TG 18 /13 diagnostic criteria 72 5 N2, severity assessment & 7% - CTW 5 D
T, AT, TG13 B ToOWE (MF) 22—l LT,

Wy

1. €% - "E

G

1) SMEEER

OE=

JREPNC AV RIED A LRRETH D, Zo54A1IC1E, OIREPNISEINCEI L 22ME OFE, QMW
23y B bV UAMBNISHERT 5 X9 RBENED EA, ©2RKFAAKE LS (Clinical practice
guidelines : BLF CPG)Y, (Expert opinion : BLF EO)?,

@RkE

R NEENE 5 & 25882 2R3 WA AR S 5. BPEIRE R, D o IR Ge %
WISHET 575, MHENTE LA X D IRFNOME R = > B b F 2 8 - ) 285479 % (cholangio-
venous and cholangiolymphatic reflux) Z & T, HILEZ & D EE P OHFCM 2 BIE IR L3 (E0)Y,
JRAS SRR X 0 MRS 25mide L, M= FhEv v, MHHNAEMPIFNICERZ LD 5,

QRMEERICET 258 (TEF) OB

FFRE 2L DBE © 1877 412 Charcot (EO)” A%tk L7z, 2MIHERICHT 20O TOMETH B, TOHT
Wy EiFshre, EEZME) MEmIER, A EEEE, #EAY, #£I2 Charcot 3B LRI TV,

SMEAEMEE % 1959 4E1Z Reynolds & Dargan (CS)¥ 2%, JHEMEIZ L > TH 76 S5, #H,
PRI A CREEEE Y a vy 72 S LR EER L0, N5 500%ER - #kds, 0B
Reynolds 5 & RS LTV 5,

Longmire (= & B BERND4HE : Longmire (EO)” 1&, AVELIEMEINGE %4, MEIEWEE 0L MBI TE 2,
fi BB, MEOSEOAERETLLOL L, ZHICHEIRE -I3HBMsEEE, Yavra2 &L 0%A
Pk P ZEVEALIEVEINAE 75 (acute obstructive suppurative cholangitis : AOSC) EFEFRL 720 $7%&bH, AOSC
(&, Reynolds 5 DEFRIC & 2 S MG LSS 5, LREHL 7

LarL, SUEMZEIRE £ AOSC 1, ZN5 DERVPBMEIW TERZZ L2 5, BUEOBKHFE L LT
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WY T2,

@DEEE R EOBI
Tokyo Guidelines 2018 (TG 18) (L& I 32 EEEOHR

B AaMETERICEVEREETE2E/-0, Bk - BREEBELEDEFLRELZET RE
TH B, Intensive care NH &I, RRPERN L F—2 &2RITLEIThITERICEREE RIFT,
PESE  BREFICEHB-TVWEVY, ZORKRMEFHY, BEa~RHOBEERNLF—
EHBEET D,

B - RENAEDLP T, FHENICKREREE ZOAE (ARENLE, Fi) ZiTV
5) e

i, EAERCHE I ORE L SN p. 57 [45 VI 2NN OB HE & SR ke | &

OEERERKSE (healthcare—associated infection) & L TO2MBEL - IHERA

KE SIS-NA/IDSA 2010 OEENEG T4 F 54 2Tk, D12 » BN AR, @ENEE, G nurs-
ing home %) NE ) i O AFTH, @REFIKTIRE, OV rII5E L 72 IR G 2 PR 57 B & e
L Tw 3 (CPG)" o ARIRICIIT 2 BB R YR &1L, WER - /8% HLE#E (minimum inhibito-
ry concentration : MIC) 2SHEOHZRAT L) A7 2o 72 BE (EHE, A#EREANYE, Bk
B, AEIR, MRDRSTHET GRME) PEEGZE, #RE, REEA T — T OVEE, ROl OMRIEAYE OREE, by E
THURIEHE 2 JEITH) ICBWTIHE LZEGSEE 2 1), — O BF B A2 HHES: (community —acquired
infection) L IZXBIL TN %S & EABEWTH S (B0, BERBMIEGIE L LTORMENE% - %D
PR BEBHIC OV TIE, JIBEICFEM AL L7z (p. 127 [HEVIE SRS % - IREREOPUNIERE] 22H).

2) 2MEREER

OE
A e S SIEMR A 2 CIIAISERT 22°, HEOMATRES, (L2 fE, Mw, i,
TR oG, TZBEW, 7T LVVF RSk ETEICHEYS T 5 ENEZH TH b

QEEE N FEDOBIEE
Tokyo Guidelines 2018 (TG 18) ([CH I P EEEDHS

B SMERRICLVEREETE2E/-0, Bk - - BREELEDEFLEEELET 5RE

'Cabéo Intensive care D& &2, BERE iﬁﬂa’ﬁ’?;‘%%ﬂ_%l\l/d’ JERITLETOIE
wiCEEzE RITT,

EF%T'ME%EI‘*E(:MI‘I’EO’C“&L%“ ZOEREP HY), EELBAAESHELZFV, &

RhICERBHFTPEZNL - 2 ET B,

B - ERRMSOSMEER,

B, HREEEH EAEE OREHE & R p. 85 [HE VIE SEIHIE S RS Ak & i B e 2 | 2 B
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Q2MEERDRIEFI LB

a. ZHEMAEEX (edematous cholecystitis) : 1 #] (RIEH# 2~ 4 H)

BMIME -V 28D off - JikE TARL § 5 ML T, HERET D oo, NS 25, HEkFIC
i, IR IRAE ST T, BT RICHMIE Ok & % L eizlidsAa s h s (E0)™Y,

b. HHEMEFEKX (necrotizing cholecystitis) : 2 #i (FAEH% 3 ~ 5 H)

FHEEZAL OB OBIE A 2 5 72 R, WEDO A X Y IREREA EH T 2 L9 1Chd e, &
OFER, BIRSBEOMATAME L GRS BI IR O AT, %) U<, Mo 543 %, #
BRFIICIE, BIGOFT 2 ICHERCRDBICE DA SN B A%, SEYEO BT R L #i 2 B8 13 b v (E0) ™Y,
(1o

X1 FEMEERX (W4 LYEIH)
a. ¥ CT T, PRI EEEOEE R T (K, JHPEERED —EBICBIEDOIFAE D BE D
N7z,
b, FEMEEARTIE, MHIBRBIAHEICBE L, HiE &L L vz, &b, MRREIICE, kL
R LR 2 RS, HEEREOBI, I X OS2 1 5 (LR 4805 %2 iR 72,

c. 1LiE4ERAEFEX (suppurative cholecystitis) : 3 # (F&iE% 7 ~ 10 H)

BFEAREIC FNILERASEE LALIR AR £ - 72 RS, Z oM TR T CIZRIEDBRIIEA T, HIRL TV
JHBE G 2 S U, e HE D MR 2 O 7 O BEII TR EENEIEME & 72 0 BENIRGH LB R & <, BER
FEVED b DM PAIES & 72 5 (E0)Y, (CPG)", (K12),

d. 12MHEEEX

JHEERDIZR DR FEEOB DL L TR Y, RROZEN, HEREOMMILE B E 5. £<Id Hao
PERRIBIC L D BETHEER BN D,

e. Acute on chronic cholecystitis

MBYEMPESICE U 22N BETH S (C™Y, (1M3). MMFMITIZY ¥ 85k - I E MR & kb2
B 9 1B R NH 3 58 o JIHPERE |24 f BRI 2 586 B o

@OUEBB|R (LA S SHE - HERE

a. FEEZEFL

SEREEs, SME, R SIS KD, HEAEILL72IRE, SRR ORI 2 2 JHEERE 0> RH I %03
FEDRERE LTHEEILEZEZ THEVRD LV,

b. BETERRERX

MRS & B REELESL, M, B R L F—Yhon 7 —7 V%, HERFRBEORESRSE, = EDER
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X2 qbiRtEmEgR (O 4 LW 51H)

3

- B

a. R CT T, MHEEREIRENEO BRI Z N (KED), JREERED —FBIZ IR
o TWS 2 EAEEbIL,

b. JNBFEPI /NG A AL BAFAE L 720

c. HMEEATI, JHEBRBIZAFIICOS AR, BERNICIEE TR L T
(RHH) o

FEE ] [d]—EBI D FERE
Acute on chronic cholecystitis DIEEFBEH KRR (RMBEER - BERDE
HAKZ42 2013 £KV5IH)
a. BMEIGENSEAT B DRI ONHEERE L, BEIRgEL A TR E L TREREL TW5,
b. SWESIENIEAET S L, MMEHARILIET (a) X YIEKL, IRFERED X b O
%o F 72, JHFEEE|ZIZ striated intraluminal lucency (KFN) H3aSh, AfkiHgEsk
W R R TH 5.
DX ITEMELE GRS 2EMICB W TIE, BYEHEL 2 IAET A% T,
RFEREDTE 72 5 L & HEENE RSB 2 i S5 L CHELRTR L 25,
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WX B 2SEREIC TR LG 2 B I Y.
c. [BEAHEEE
AHFEREASZELL L, ) BHALRR | B 7 S AUIHEE R PRI BRSS % TR L 72 KT8,

Ok s SRR

a. EAEER

NEEERE G & tE b e AN BRE %,

b. HERIFEMEERX (xanthogranulomatous cholecystitis)

B A SR 1 o0 I e RE NS 2 5 8% & 3 2 A% (CS)'™7 s #540 DIEELC & > TIHENEAT L H L, Roki-
tansky — Aschoff i 2358 3% Z & CHHEERENICIH A5 - R AL, 2 HERERAE & L ClaikR oMk
BRE D 2B WFEATER SN S, MIICEMIRELORERE TR S 2 EA% 0,

c. KIEMAEFEX (emphysematous cholecystitis)

vz )V 2 W (Clostridium perfringens) 72 &0 H XA D REG X - THHEEREPNIZ A A 1§ % £F 5 fHFESS,
BERIGICEOE LR 9 <, BUEMIHIESICTET 5 L L L TIRIMIEICRAT LR 3 v,

d. BHEIRERAE (gallbladder torsion)

D s L SRR S & ke & 3R e, IHEE - IR ORI O A CORE 2T, WEIPEICE teil
EMEA RN TL LT, TRICHRWRT (W TE, ZARYT, THNZE, 20wzE), 2E) L, W
BWRER (BERENE 2R Z2Ab, 2 mREZAR, BRMLIC X 28R FRGES), NARET 7R O W E) TE,
PERE, T EOMBEIENE E 2T HT) BEAVRET S L ShTwa (CS)Y,

2. FEFR
1) BEREDSERE

HAER S 3 WV IIEERDODBEAREELVHERILT 25HE

HIER - BERBEAREEOEEREE : ~40%/5~10F, FL1~3%
AMBEER 03~16%
SMBEEX :38~12%

OBEARRFREZR
AR T —ATTOK 10 %A MAZ AL Tw b EfiESh s (CS)Y, (E0)™., o, BiEkks
WERAEOSER, NE RNy 7 - FHERZBOBERICEY, BARRSNBEAIHML 22 AKX %
EREEZZ LTS (E0)Y,

AF OB H RS TR SN2 M GV OB, 26 ~ 189 % L #HiE S h (E0)?, 44k &
BWBNCE )RG5, HRBIOIBAEERIE 24 %, MHETIES %2H2, BAREHOLRITIERT
Hotr (€%,

QO®ERMEERREEEDEER

AVENRBESE, EAIED S PHED T Tt b BT Vo AFBIC B 2 MBI A F O AR X
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&1 8BEXK - B®iER - FEKBEEDBRZR

i T S o IR Y
Comfort 1948 MEREIR 112 15 0 0 0 0 0
Lund 1960 MEREIR 9 13 ? ? 1(?) 0 0
Gracie 1982 MEREIR 123 1 2 0 0 1 0
McSherry 1987 MEREIR 135 5 3 0 0 0 0
Friedman 1989 FLUSTERIN 123 7 4 2 2 0 0
Thistle 1984 M+ ARER 305 2 =3 0 0 0 0
Wenckert 1966 TR 781 11 81 (104) <59 0 <59 3
Ralston 1965 TEEIR 116 22 ? ? ? ? 2
Friedman 1989 LEZTERVN 344 9 20 (56.8) 10 1 3 2
Newman 1968 HIER 332 10 38 (114) ? ? 1 2
McSherry 1987 HAEIR 556 7 47 (85) 19 0 0 1

(SCHK 25 & 0 51U

155~ 51 % &M S TWwa (E0)™,

Friedman ® L ¥ 2 —Tld, 1EMICHEREREED 1 ~2 %, BIEREED 1 ~3 %205, EELERSD
VI EHHE (BEREER - MRS R - BEEE - R L) 2RELL (KD, Zofabtkiia s
HENTHORADOFIEITE L, TOHRBA Lize T2, YHPREOREREETLEBENFORICEELIE
REBL TP 22 2MRIIEM6~8%TH Y, TOMRITBAEMITHD L (097, BED L VIZIE
F R FERONATRA 153 BUCET 5 A% = — 7 > OBIEHIZR I, 5 ~ 7 OB < 2361 (15 %)
PHAICHEE L2 60HEZ 2L, 2095 1861 (12 %) 2 alkHFELEZIAEL 2 (0S9)™,

4 %) 7 DR a x— MFge (MICOL project) T, 11229 A& A7) —=> 7 L, #@EkEwRE (US)
THA #0772 856 A (76 %) A RGEBIELE 22 (U 87 45), MEHER 580 A 21.9 %, #IE 94
AD 42 %75, HICEIEM Lo 2 R Lz, 72, YWRE - BEOMRH 2 k- 2EfOY b, 2heh
58 %, 52.1 %AEAEIRIL L 72 (0S)™,

ARIR O HAREGEVENRARA 3 600 B1ClE, 96 B (16 %) M52 DRERZFEI L GERFEH T ToF@ig
W 298 » A), 2360 (38 %) HAMEMBEREZ IR L7z AERIEFIRDO 1 ~3EPRDEL (16~
26 %), TOBRIIMMT L7z 2518, BAPEBMOE AL, HIEH L LB L CTHAERILZR2 B L 72
(247 %%} 88 %) (CS)®

k&Y, WEEERAREED, Mo20MmEIK - #BExE L, INEHLNEZESTS ) A 713, #a20 ~
40 %, ER1~F%E Vi3 (E0O)* %, ), BMEERECERShEEENAREE L, IBhE2 A
SR IREEO I TIE, MHARELS — B0y 22 BBE T R0 L ISR 72 & OSEIRDFEBZRIT D o 72 & B %%
HELH B (057,



2) EMBEER - BERICH T DIELEHDSEE
x®

©
]
[res
o
|m
il

TN

SMEERDS S, EESIDEE

Tokyo Guidelines 2013 & 2018 (TG 13& 18) NEEEHIETEEICLZ2EEFIDEE L
116 % T %,

SVEEROEREG L, T vy - BEREE, BEEAA, BEENENERRERRE (DIC), twviolAR
BRAFPHRICHETI2HT2HT 2L Sh, BUEMRERCIBIZZINOOMBEER Yayy 7T~
255 %), MEikkEE (7~ 222 %), Raynolds 58 (35~77%) Th-7: (CPG)"s

KO L ik L FM I CERBI N2 623 PO M E LKD) H, TGI3& 18 DHAEEH AT LY
Grade Il (FHE) LB S N7EHOBEZ, 7260 116%) Th-7 (CS)™. HEDKFEMZTI,
TG 13 & 18 DT B a2 L HE 12 He-D W 22 A E IR 13 FJE (Grade T 1,521 B (251 %), o4 (Grade
M) 2019 (333 %) #, #E (Grade 1) 252361 (416 %) TH-72 (0S)%

@2 EREEA

SMERXDS 5, EESIDHEE

HiES (BREFEH - AMBEREL) OREEIHRECLI>TEELEI1~17%TH 5,

TG 07 OFESEFEHEHAEIC LY Grade I (i) &BWSNIEHIOBEX, 60 % (CS)P, 12% (CS)™,
—7, TG13& 1812 & % Grade I (&) BIiE 60 % (CS)™ TH 5. HtadIk[EWSE Tl 5459 1,
Grade I (FfiE) Blix 93961 (172 %) Th-7 (C)'s

HBIEIE T 57, AMIREER ST LT 5 L AT - Il XTI 0 h b, oK
SEMREICIE, fLIRVENREESE, SUEPEIRZELEDD 5,

AVEINIE S B VIR EE R & A 0E T B HIEIR, 2 ~ 26 %THY, WIFHITL D REBESHSII (CS)F 1020,
(09" (E0)®, %72, @ilafE) AMMERIE, 2~ 11 %Th-72 (EO)™, (C9* Y,

SN EE R 368 BIOME TlX, Mo DMEL AT 28X 17 % T, BHMERELHT 7] %, 1L
PERHBES AT 6.3 %, Z24LAT3.3 %, SMEMEMHEES AT 05 %A b7z (0S)". HEOILFEZE T, HHTEMN
FE 92 809 B (14.8 %), ABEPENAFE % 281 B (5.1 %), SCMEENFEE 557 6 (1.0 %), N FE IR IE A3 17 4
(03%) ThozeWMESN TS (CS)Ye T/, B - SEMIRTE S, MHESFILAHOGBETE L
T, B EE, GHE BERBRE), 38 CLL OS2, HIMERkE 15000 ~ 18,000 LL I, % EONW T4
Fohzz (09", (CS)™. 4EHH E < % B & IIMIE DA i L HITLEZb DB A E L o7z (CY, 8
FPEISE S & RILOBUE L, T2 HifT SN AW RE ML L T 2R TR M ST/ (E%
398 %, %4253 %) (CS)™™,
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3) ERCP#DAMHEEL L TOEMBEERX - BEX

ERCP o MBEER - BRROREEHFE

SMBEEX 105~24%
SMERX:02~10%

ERCP DG PHEDHE R, WMEERLAMEDERICEI VB2 52708~ 121 % TH Y, ERCP DL

&%t%uom%~d5%aﬁ%§nfwé(Mawmmm:uTme,®$mml«ﬁﬁm“m“mo%
BLVWEIHEIZBMRERTH 275, TORPIIERED SHEETH 5. £ 2 12 ERCP 12 X % SH 4 0HE O
IR S TN

ERCP %, SMEIRE % - IHEERORAEMEIL, K2ITRT L) ITHEL 05 ~24 %, FHFEK02~10%T
BB (MA), (0S)%50 (CS)=H86 =6 i 2 Higl2fibh 5 ERCP &, BEOTEE LTiHibha
ERCP Tl&, AHHEICZED D D, RHFEN ERCP THEROFEME L & I, EHHED M=V HE
iz s (CS)™",

P4, FHOWE [ Ll oAk FI2fEy, ERCP #OAPIHEIZIRA L TWw 558, kR ROFAFRIL
boF, ZOREZTFUATTHZ (CS)Vo BEYEMNHASREBIN 0 2 M ATk & IS 2% - AN D FEHES
DWTIE, A ZEF (MA)®, randomized controlled trial (RCT)® %% %o 27 > MHEIHE D BB
DEPEREFIE 1L 226 ~ 46 %, WAL OFAEIZ 162~ 26 % (MA)®, (RCT)Y, MELOFAEIT 2% TH -
72 (RCT)™, %72, Wallstent™ (covered stent) #{E#&DIAFESIE 10 % DIEFIIIEIE L7 (09)™,

3. B EHFF
1) SHEEL

SMBEROREE#EF

SMBEERE, EEFAZE BT5o8) CHETHOMEEE RBET=RR) CKUEI 3,

BMEEEROIEIIZ 2 OOBERBLELRY, TNHIZOEEMESL, QEHToOMEREH (HIT Y
ThHb, HEMEDIEED ) LEHEESFE VS O, WIBERA - BEIERZE - [LEOW&kze - B E
K EBHETH L (CS™, (EO)™ . 22 TN A R BEEDORVIKETH - 722%, EAEILEMR
BRWALTENRAE %, FETFMMNHE BRI X 2 2R AL T 5, ZPEIRE 220 I EMER BT O
LA, W10 ~30 % EWESH TS (CS)™, %3, 412N RO %W L 2B Eof R %2R
9o

B F R CTH S, L LIEHEFAHESZ D 16 %, DMEHEREZD 72 %, BUEHELREED
44 %, MHEPIZERE O 50 % TiE, B ESEYEE 22 (CS)™. T8 % M) IR EED 90 %
&, I SMIEARE S NS (CS)™ o MEDOAREAMERF TIE, TEMEERE XV b &SI S
Wtk & 7 %o BRIHESDEHRIN T (risk factor) & LTix, OFE#, @BET4H, QKM OLERA, @O
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&2 ERCPICX3EBHHENEHE

HOHE SRR EIESERESE

hsE Edig=xin JOE SEBIEL GECE) BB  (JEr) SVENREE R SRR 28 BN F8 8k
£ ES ES
] S - BRI 6.9 % .
Andriulli®” 2007 "ER cp A 16855 (. 0/‘)’ 35%  04% 14 % (IHE - P45 %)
R 0
T e ey o1% e
Vitte 2007 "ER&ZP L 2708 o 0/‘)’ 30%  17% 1.0 % 19 %
X 0
”””””””” o UmWRewmmy _ 51%
Williams® 2007 " 5,264 15 % 1.1 %
Hhams ERCP (04 %) ° °
. B - EEY 103 39 %
Chong® 2005 19 %
ons ERCP (=80y0) (097 %) °
W - IBEN 9.8 %
Ong™® 2005 " 336 54% 03 % 24 %
ne ERCP (03 %) ° ° 0
=AY YA
56) S - RN o
Thompson 2004 ERCP 4496  (0.89 %)
) 0.20 %
ZWi ERCP 129264 0.0014 % 0.00007 %
a3® -~ L (0.0023 %) ? ?
S
072 %
B ERCP 202
R 38202 0,0052 %)
Vander- BT - BRI
an ti; 2002 BEchfP R 1223 112%  72% 05%  025% 07 % 0.3 % 1.6 %
VOoor

Freeman ™ 1996 ERCP +EST 2,347 98 % 54 % 04 % 05 % 1.0 %
. 36 % 15 % 15 %
Wity ERCP 407
P (096 %) (0.2 %) 05 %)
Lenriot® 1993
121 % 16 % 54 %
ERCP +EST 257
(39%) (0.7 %) 08 %)
=N R V2N
. 62) Rz ° (III"%‘SE,‘J 9.0 % N o o
Benchimol 1992 ERCP 3226 02 %) 0.1 % 02 % 05 %
Cotton® 1991 ERCP+EST 7729 19 % 1.7 %
B} 0.18 %
Z Wiy ERCP 31 o 0/‘)’
A 0
Reiertsen *” 1987 %5 0
. 0.85 %
HIRN ERCP 1930 o 0/‘)’
A 0
Roszler ® 1985 140 128 %
i 7.0 %
Escourrou® 1984 EST 407 (15 0/())
o 0
30 %
Bilbao®” 1976 10,435
1hao 02 %)
() PHIBEEZHE  EST : endoscopic sphincterotomy (BMENBsE 2% - MR BIEH A4 P54 >~ 2013 X 0 51H)

HORAL - 715, ORIERA, ORIEOMASLLEORAE, OIREZREW &R ORIBEOME, &&
e ORTAEDITORTVE (CS)™s AT US # 4 F kR RS 2 fifT U 72 SRR EE % o0 Ji 4
RWFETIE, MR O sludge - KA & ISR - SRR LW Th -7 (CH¥, L L—
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x3 SMHBEEROKRE

[iiva)
Bk
Je Rk
Mite (IRASHEGS, IR Z2IG & sl &)
J9EME (Oriental cholangitis 7 &)
R 2
A 55
eIt
FLYE NS
e N M 055
Rt
[i53
FE R oA
AL
FLEHOMRAEAL
T iRIEEE
M3 (i AEg )
JIHAE 22540 % W) 1% @ sump syndrome
PR SR
(AR 98 - IMBERBIFAA K54~ 2013 X 0 5IH)

x4 2HEEROREDOEE

W
i o Wit HEGU e T
WO EPEHCE BYECE BUEMEME K 2ol /A
Gigot™ 1963 ~ 83  University Paris 412 48 % 28 % 11 % 1.5 % —

Johns Hopkins
Hospital, USA

- Johns Hopkins
Hospital, USA

Johns Hopkins
Hospital, USA

Johns Hopkins
Th ™ 1986 ~ 89 96 28 % 12 % 57 % 3 % —
Opsont Hospital, USA ’ ’ ’ ’
Basoli®” 1960 ~ 85  University Rome 80 69 % 16 % 13 % 0% 4 %
MR 1979 HAREET v — 472 56% 5% 36 % — 3%

Long Island Jewish
Medical Center, USA

J5T, KA DA MR MLHE - WG IT RIZIHge & B L o 28 5 5 (CS)Y b oo 72,
HAEOEFAMETIIAARDZ < (3659 B, 603 %), EVEIEE (948 B, 156 %), A7~ MHZE (667
B, 11.0 %) Th-7- (0S)?,



2) 2MEER

SMBERROBRE & HF

BE : BERERAE (FE® 85 ~ 95 % A IRELER)
W HEARETS o8, EEMEREE, REMAT I —42—EHt

LR OFERK O 85 ~ 95 % XA TH Y (EO)® ™%, $H QW X 2 HET 28 & HIENH T
I ot H &R, MIEKBEREEIEZ Y, BEEAT A Ty — 0T R Shd (CPOY, —
Ji, BVEmAIREE R AMIRE RO 37 ~ 14 % % 5D (CS)Y Y, ZofaE I, T, 4ME ENo
ICU ¥ fE, TR, B R RBIRERZL ETH S (C9®Y, HEH @B T30 IER A 4,623 6
(84.7 %), XN 488 B (103 %) Th o7z MiEsh T2 (C9)'s

3) fEREF

SMHEER - BRRXOREELEEF TR ENIEF

BEia - SRR R

Y RVESBRAE IBE LS - EAELAFTO Y 27 LR
e IBFEHHATD Y 27 HD

® “4F % ‘5F

VEiA S, whwb 4F (forty (40 i%A%), female (&), fatty (W), fair (HA)) %, 5F (Fiakic
A fecund & %\ 13 fertile (%)) (&, MBRSAERICEHE T 2H T2 8hTwd (CPGY, LL, &
MO T RCAMNRE K - TR OFREICHE T 2 0TI BV,

a. FH - MR

30 ~ 59 I OPERH & 10 E MBI A L, IBAREDOERNT-% #E) L 72 Framingham Study I2& % &, 10
ELUWNICIHAREZFERES 5V A 713, 55 ~ 62 KOFiIE T d m <, K50 EH D50 i % 13 60 jk
RTIAREDZW 22T TWwi (097, 72, KHEICBIFB5AFIL, EOERETHBEED 2EBULETH
BH, AR E & BIZZDOHAVNE K R BN A SR (0S)7,

b. BB

MAREE, ARG EELBEETH 5o il ® Framingham Study T3, JRAHEEZ ZIFPAGESRSE &1L
B LTI H - 72 (097, LaL, ZOMMELEICBOTHETHL 00, BETEIZETE
Lol E¥AHELHL (COY. —K, MWl Tldnil, REMRAEDY 27 L EET 5. IRiE
DRI T 5 &, FHEDY A7 L7z (CS)Y, (09, (E0)'™, W% (37 ~ 60 % T? BMI
(A kg) / (HEmM)?, 34Dk, BE38 LLE) IZIEMGE & i L <, AEICIHARED L OIHEE%
DFEDERTH o 72 (A 58 % vs. 1.5 % ; + v AH OR=49, %M 64 % vs. 226 % ; OR=47, JHE
%108 % vs. 34 % : OR=52, %40 % vs. 112 % : OR=34) (0S)'"™, ¥4, MR 2 &K ) vy ¥ F
O — ADHEERED RIS R L, JHEREOIGHEX LT S5 2 LICX D BIET 218 AHER (ste-
atocholecystitis) DFEMEATRE I TS (E0)'™,
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c. IR - %iE

AOERIZIEMP A bar e 7ar 270 Y OREVPHEGT2EEZ 6N TWE, KEHICBITHI0H
IEDFHE ) A 713, BENOKTE Y &L LB ITHm L) ARRIOEDT 5, FROMEEOMEIE, IHERE
DY) A7 EMBET L E Vb TW5A, Fik® Framingham Study Tl&, I&— MIT ¥ M) — LKA TH
A2A LBERZO% 10 E PN IEAE 2 565 L2 BE T, ABICERIAEA % 2o 72 (0S)7,

#1130 HADHRELYE (50 ~64m%) ZRRELIEA VIR 2Ty b Y FOEERAETIE, HIEER

I X 2 R O ) 2 2 3 HMERE L & DI L, RILRICHAI L TR L7z (CS)'"™, BRgEI3 hiik
RKIZKNT2HEHICZWVIERTONFNEETH D, 1,600 ~ 1 HHEOHERS 2D 1 HloEETHRAEL . B
FREDIEIR P ORFELOKE E LTRDZ < 90 % EE LD (€)Y V—F ¥ DM WA TR O
35 %IHHAA A SR (C)'Y, IHRIC X VIR D) A2 B B 25 E) BIEAWTH 5,

WA 3BT 2 BRI OB, FRIRIG IS B 8 & O L TRV 23, S AU IC B 1) 2 IR o
BN 720 TlE % K, ERMAYTEEICH T2 FMa 2 LIEX 2720 THEHLEHEZ BN,

TEgR O IRZERA LA 2B 5 2 A DSEGIEREITZE T, JEREGE TR ~D ) 2 7 R T 2@ ICiEE-
THESHF (CS)"7, I & 0 s T IR A % 2 4 AT T CTdh - 72 L § A HEMH 5 (C9)B 10, JH
AN - BTN % FE L 72400 54 BIOEFIERIIZE CIlE, MEURES 2 11 (Fhoefii 24.6 38) (CHEESE TIHEE
T 2517 L, R - IBIRE QR THID b oz ZOMXTIE, 1M (W) 253 (B ok
WIENBHMERE - IVR G EZHESE L, 28] (bW, #4213 ~ 33 :8) TIIPEREEE T RAHEER Ll 2 3% L C
w5 (CHM,

QFH (t¥EEEET)

A & AVEINEE S o B % K L 72 Michielsen 5D L ¥ 2 — T, ZEIHEE% D 90 ~ 95 % 1L IHATE AR
WTH o772, IFOERZIES 5 A D BRI AMEELD) 27 EE L2 e RRTw5S ()M,
DOV E2—IZB1T 2 HAN BN B OF AT 2 £ 5 1TRT,

REOHIEEZ IR L T A LHICBWTRIBREDO ) A7 PN 25 2 LI oI Twnizss, B

x5 EFICEEL ERRBORERRF

SRR SeHI /TG
LI 70 BT JF B3
mitosEfkRORE
ACAT WEEORHE Juraray, 747L—F
HERED ) R 70 7 4 ¥ ZAARO B TA MBS
MR v > v AELB O 7+ M) TERY Y
VI DA Dapsone
gEoEStomE FrbLAFE
JPREE
ay v#H
MR D OBBIIBY 2 AMMEROEE  FATHEA L REeE)
CEmdE il (TUAEYAIy - TYEIYY)
TPEIH

ACAT : Acyl-CoA cholesterol acyltransferase
CCHR 111 & Y 5%
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MEBOEP o7 T HMEMEDL DS (09", FMG AR HHA TR B & OBE 2 151 S hz 01,
747F—=1 (0", (COM™ xyFv (09" " THsb, 74 75— bOWIIE, MAEORERE
EREEEH (COM, 2% F Y ZMAREORERE T T (09)"" JHA A H O B B O % Wb
g€ (09)", F A THA FICL ) BT, B2 VIGIRERBIC X 2 RERLMT DY 22 2 LS L
eV WEHBH (09T, WAL o7, LT AHELHL (09,

EEMROL Ty AR VRVKETH LT VY TRV A, DNRICKERS LB, IR
ANY Y DR RBESE, 25 ~45 % DOBBEITBVTIRREEZEK L (CS)"s * 2 b LFF FORMMEYS
IS SR AL, TEMIAT 5 & 50 %0 BFHIHERAOTE L (CS)M,

IFBh AL AR, M TR X 2L 4 2 5] SR 2SR 2Ef S hTw s (C9)MH, =
VAR T YRT Y EVY) Vi, BEEIREROFKE 4225 L) WiEEH D (CS)e RIVE v E R
I X BIRFESTENE, &2 \VISIREERGHIAT 2 B 2 M) A 7 3R 2 Th -7 (MA)™Y, (RCT)™,

® AIDS (acquired immunodeficiency syndrome)

AIDS BE D 35D 2 \HFERRCIEERESA LN, ZO—HHEREREZBIET 5. AIDS BHICH
B RFEM R EE S I, AIDS cholangiopathy & 2MEMAIETELTH S (CS)', BiHFIT L v EHET, JH
9 oMz B9 2 L SBLMEERIEM L, BB BEEE 2255, AIDS B O BT o BN 5
BELTRIRDHHEETH o7 (C9,

AIDS cholangiopathy (& AIDS J8#E# 1 4F DL Bt L7z B IC A S e CRREIIN 15 £ 22 » H,
I 37 i, #EPH 21 ~ 59 %), BE D 90 %34 RIEEE 2 FR A, PR A TN/ IFAMIBAE 2 PRER
BHONTz, Tz, 81 % D BH TG WA CTRED, 78 6O BHIZ CT A TRED, T AL H
TR, EWRTVAY T+ A7 75 —¥OLEABED SN (CS)'™, Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI)
% magnetic resonance cholangiopancreatography (MRCP) DOy & LT, JFFRIMBRE okzz Lk
(= XK, IR - RO NIT & SRR, FER L HEEORIRY, 2 Tho72 (C9™, AIDS
BB 2 AR OREE, O AIDS BE L R LU CHAE, @@E IR 6E, O FIEHE
ZRL, @FENLTNVAN 74+ A7 78 —EOLEALBEOMIBHE ) VE AMED LABA LN, ©FA b AT
a4V AEREDHHVIEZ ) T RARY VY AEREERIE) Z, RETHoz (C9,

@[ REE

AFTIE, BRI & 2P - BVEIRE % - SERIRFE A 2 EASLLRTA S 7278, RO X ) B
FlRENE o7 (1955 4F o Jul dufiE R SR 70 ~ 80 % L2 LT, 1992 4E DRI 0.04 %) (CS)'™, [l
FEDAPHEE LTI - IH - BRI D B2 <, ILERGIHEICE, OREEM e L2Esn, Oma
RS, @BVEIRE %, @RNEE O 255 (€S,

WU X 2 S ENE, 3B o [ RASILEEEE A S S - A ~EA L TR AL LIk DS
%o MHBIZEKA Lm0, @ 1 EBDPICIEE D 5+ 8B~ BB 525, 10 HU L E & F 25412
BRECLTRGOE RS (CS)™,

] U B L2 s AR, PRI 2 < (Bt 10 3), ANRICIZERM D v 7200, TR L D
HIERAPRED Y 2 7 25 (CS)'™, —ifoWirhii e LThE - W7 V7 03% T 5h, ik
BIHERBHEORN & LT, BRI & [ U< S WEED R (CS)™,

FAEDARIN BT B W IO TR L, OGS (CS)™ RAENLDATH B, [AERIC,
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4 Mirizzi syndrome (X 4 & V5| H%E)
a. MRCP T, #IFEIIHZEL, MBS a7z,
b. ENBD F = — 72 X BHEEE T, BIFE 387 LIHE B SN o7,
c. #3% CT @ coronal image T, MHEE (THE L 72#A0RIFELZEPEL, RESIETVWE S
SN TH o7 (KHD,
d. Laparoscopic subtotal—cholecystectomy # O fi HHEE 7% % ENBD F 2 — 7% 547\, I
BOPREDPHMEINTVE I ERMER LT,

2000 ~ 2007 4£ (kv 3) OREFIERFZETIE, ERCP % iifT L7- 3548 Bilvh, [alHUREL & 2 IR 58 U 4 6
01 %) THo7z (CS)*,

OFDMOEET NEEHRGEER

a. Mirizzi syndrome (] 4)

JHFE SRR NS 1S & 0BG 38 R SR 2RI & » TR IS % & 22 L72iE (CS)™,

Type 1 : HEESHHS F 7213 HBEE 12 2 A & T P O SIEPEZALIC & ) A5 & 0 JEHE S o7z,

Type I : JHEEERAIC X A IHE O HEBIEO 72 0 JHFENHAEE (biliobiliary fistula) % & 72 L 729 RE,

b. Lemmel syndrome (&5, 6)

T AR AL O MEAE, 5 VIEEE (OO 2EgEsE, il - BEO@EBEE L 7232
LD AEU BN o, #pE, B, IR WEL Eo—HoRE (E0)™,



Rl5 Lemmel syndrome (Xiik 4 &) 5IH)
a. EEHALEPHSECIE, Vater FLBHE EICHE 25007 (L) (% & FEIC

HAFITALAX =D A>TWVD),
b. ERCP T FEBIHE I\ CREAME O EHEI W2 7R 72 (KHH),

pe

6 Lemmel syndrome (SM4REEX - HERXZEHA K41 2013 L VUE[H)
a. W CT Tl, IFHNEE, MBS OIEEZ RO 5 (%K),
b, KEZREE (&KUH) 2HIHEFEH (CBD) #HEHELTWw5,

4. T
1) ET=

SHEREE SR - ERROIETE

SMEERX 1 27~10%
SEBERK - 1 %Ki
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Wi 11 1H AR PIE SR (N B (%)

Andrew ™ AOSC 17 64.71

Shimada™  1975~81 1984  HA R 2 5710
Csendes™  1980~s88 1992  Fy 512 191
Himal®™  1980~89 190  AF¥y 60 1803
Chijiwa™  1980~93 1995  HA A0SC 7 1
L™  1982~87 1990  H# vavy v 2766
Lai®™  1984~s8s 1900 @& wEm 8 1977
Thompson”  1984~88 1990 k@ 127 394
HE™ 1984~ 92 193  HA 163 245
s 19s4~o4 197 HA g2 1098
Tai™ 1986 ~87 1992 &A@ 25 667
Thompson™ 1986 ~89 194 k@ % 521
Sharma™  2000~04 2005 A>F 150 270
Lee™  2000~02 2000 HE w12 1340
‘Rahman™  @#xL 2005 0 s 122 1000
Pang'”  2003~04 2006 A% 171 640
Agarwal®  2000~05 2006  A¥F 155 290
Teuiino™  1994~05 2007  HA  ASC B 53
‘Rosing™  1995~05 2007 kW U7 800
Salekxm """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""
"{e&;{sﬁ """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""

(ASC) 2.00
Murata®™ 2008 201 AR 60842 270

AOSC : acute obstructive suppurative cholangitis, ASC : acute suppurative cholangitis
(BVEIR%E 25 - IRFTERBWENA BS54 > 2013 X H51H)

O2MEEERDIETE (X 6)

AU ROETHE, SNEFTO5~65%LWEINTRS (RCT)™, (08)!PY, (Co)mse—by,
(EO)™, 1980 4E LRI CTIZFET- A3 50 %LLE (CS)™7 1981 4E L% TIE 10 ~ 30 % (0S)™¥, (CS)™818~ 110,

(EO)™, B2 2000 4E LTI, 27 ~24 % L HE S TW5 (RCT)™,

(CS) 82,145 ~ 151)

09", zo k&

) HIECTHROAERIL, RS NIIECIOEREEA XY + T AR, BHEEEOHEITER L Tna b o Ll S

N5

A& I @ Japanese administrative database associated with the Diagnosis Procedure Combination system

(DPC) 7 — & S 3l L 7= AVEIRAT 4 60,842 Bl OFE =31 27 % Th - 7= (09)Y, HEHOLFEFZETI,

SR ERXERTORTHRIZ2T % T, EE (Grade 1) 51 % (78 /1,521),

(53/2,019), % (Grade 1) 1.2 % (31/2523) Tdh-7- (0S)?,

QEMBEBBADETE (R7)

BUMEROETEFIZO~10%EWE SR TS (MA)® P, (RCT)'™, (09",

F1 4 5E (Grade ) 26 %

(CS) 3793162 ~ 183)
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x7 SMBEERETE

gt s R iS4 x4 FEBIEL A
(N) (%)
R 7 IRHT Papi ™ 2004 e SRR 5% 1 A 1,009 0.90
NS ME G T I B4 L A 246 0.00

Giger ™ 2005 0.26~0.6

Gurusamy "% 2006, 2010 LI T4 223 0.00
Tl 228 0.00
Borzellino ™ 2008 1,408 0.00
WAE2 HiGRER Johansson'™ 2002 ~ 2004 2005 < AW x—F v BIIEIEEER L 35 0.00
Mg LB A R Al 35 0.00
g 7e Ransohoff™ 1960 ~ 1981 1987 PR 298 3.36
FEBAERIRFZE Meyer '™ 1958 ~ 1964 1967 245 449
Gagic'® 1966 ~ 1971 1975 93 968
Girald '™ 1970 ~ 1986 1993 1,691 0.65
Addison ' 1971 ~ 1990 1988 236 466
IS 1975 ~ 1984 1992 100 2.00
Hli e 159 1982 ~ 1991 1994 81 0.00
Bedirli" 1991 ~ 1994 2001 (%= 368 272
Gharaibeh ™ 1994 ~ 1999 2002 INy 204 0.00
Russo '™ 2004 2004 K B N A 262411 0.60
Al Salamah'® 1997 ~ 2002 2005 Y7 Y7 MRS T HIER Al 311 0.00
Lee'™ 2005 ~ 2006 2008 pNES| 202 0.00
Csikesz '™ 2000 ~ 2005 2008 K H HEE 28355 11 A 152,202 3.00
WG T IRBERI Al 859,747 0.40
Lee™ 2007 ~ 2008 2009 BB 235 1.70

BA 2004 ~ 2005 2010 HA A (FAkH) 738 (512)  09(0.2)

2006 ~ 2007 AA 4 (FAfekl) 3858 (1.897) 1.9 (04)

2008 ~ 2009 AA 4B (FAk61) 8,026 (5158)  29(05)
Hafif '™ 1952 ~ 1967 1991 4 25TV 70 7 LA 131 382
Gingrich '™ 1976 ~ 1985 1968 K AIBEART D 114 32.00
Glenn '™ 1977 ~ 1987 1981 ZSE 65 LA 655 992
Savoca'™ 1981 ~ 1987 1990 PNE| WATPED A 47 6.38
Kalliafas '™ 1981 ~ 1987 1998 FNE| WATPED 2 27 40.74
Inoue '™ 1989 ~ 1993 1988 HAR it PE D M 494 23.08
Wang® 1997 ~ 2002 2003 aiE AT PE D A 52 12.00
Contini "™ 1997 ~ 2006 2004 2= I 53 15.00
Bingener 1998 ~ 1999 2005 AN Bk 27 4.00
Girgin " 1992 ~ 2002 2006 K[ B E 139 0.00
e 1981 ~ 1992 1992 H A 65 WLk 44 4.55

(EO)™Y 2000 4E LI DS TlE, A 1 %A T (MA) S 5,

(SRR 5% - TREEHRZHA A T4 > 2013 L Y 51H)

(RCT) 160),

(CS) 35,168 ~ 172)

AR L 12

LBYE AR RO R, DL Y 2 =12 E, BYEIREEROETHIL 06 %RIELLERT0D (E0)™,
HAOERDIZETIZ 5459 Bl B, 30 HIEL X 6081 (11 %), 90 HAECIE 716 (13 %) Thorz & WiE
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(CS)"1% RBERG AR & FiAT-/ 9712 N L F— Y O AT S N2 TIE, 1970 4E LIRT 12 13K 1A% 98 % it
FETHLE LTV L (CS)™, I4E TS IR AL - AR EOZ MR A & BIETEAK
FE DI (EO)™, (C9)H1,
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SRR R IS LU TRENEESBITS W He0BREE

RENGBER, $2VIEFHEFRPOFRE19~36 %
REEEE N L F— S ROBERBEMIEREITE : 22 ~ 47 %
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SRR T 256, MO0l (T ) X 7 R BFERIRZ &) 12X ) HER BRI Sk
Do 2RICAMEMBES D HIET B (HEE P L F — UM iifr S A 56 LT Sh e wie), @R -
MG AE (90) 1S3 LN S At i (g (%) R2ZIET 206, 2°d 5.
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18 » H oBEMIM Iz, 1 UL EoZ2kINgES AT 47 % (28 /60 Bl) IZHFE L7z (C9)™, Kk, P
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OEEREARENERE
BEREREICHT 5 ARSNAEE I EIRES HE L 25402 MBER REE
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classification (Expert opinion : L\'F EO)" 23 T b FAERE %2 HE L7z & 2N % - MR Zm 7
O —F v — MIIED W THBE T2 g L IZETS 5,
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SVEHE 2% 5 ) R EER E LCid, FeEh, HEZE R, FOE, RO, R, EEEENDH L, IS 0IE
RE1OTLRDIYAIIAMINERE5E- T, ZW%ED2LELH2 (CPG)?,
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(GFEMTMEILEET 5 2 & TRBERFICHE A D720 IZIRASIE T 2805 OF D LIHERT 5.

QMEREER DU LELRE

=1 SMBEEXRDHELE
IL:\’EEE = An/%ﬁﬁ’é
A. EFDREFR

-1. % (BEBFEHOIEHH5)
A-2. MRIRE : RERICFRR

B. BBt 5 >R R

-1. #iE

B-2. M&IRE : FIEERERT
C. HERZEDERER

1. BEEHR
2. BBEROKA : BEXE, BEREA X7 £&

B 2 ADVWTIhP+BOVWTIhA+C DVWT L ERDZHD
B 2 ADVWVThALPIBHLLIFCOVWThHLEEDZIHD

C-
C-

\

\

(CCHk 4 £ D 5IAD

—p.58 (GEVE [WEHEROBMLE L FRERHEiEaE, 1. BEE) 2250




=

HVE

#2 SUEERDHEE
SRS AL
A. BFFOEERREE

A—1. Murphy’s sign
A-2. ALIESOEEM - BRRE - [£/&

B. 28 DRIEMR

B-1. %%t
B-2. CRPEMO LR
B-3. AMIk#HNLE
C. 2MBEEXDFHNERIREFRR

B 2 ADVWTALIBOVWTAL+C DVThrEBHZHD
£ ZADVWTAPFBOVWThLEZEDZHD

(k7 £ 0 51H)
—p. 86 CGEVIE SWEHEEROZWEE & FE e 26, 1. BWikdE) 25,

MERA I, B e EREENED OIS, Ak, Mm% CRP, 7V 73>, ALP, y-GTP,
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&, BEMITRSY A7 SNER AL 2 PRSI NLDS, BiE EIRICHEIkE 22 L2 BE T 5
WRE LV e AfHE L 7T A REHEIC & 2 BAEL AL EGAER (RCT) TR A THBMRIIEN Lol SR
(Randomized controlled trial : BLF RCT)"™", RWIH SWBNIITHI NETH 2, &b, WBELV LRI
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RSN DRIV & 2 OBIDEE GFRRSETESINSE, pentazocine 7 &) 1%, Oddi f#5#9 /5 OUGHIEH 0 7280
NHENIEA B3 2RSS 2 0T, MELEG2ET 5,
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VLR 512> W Cld, TGI8 : Antimicrobial therapy for acute cholangitis and cholecystitis (CPG)™ %
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Q1. TGI3 &aMEEXR7O—F v— FOFHEZ ? [Background Question]

—ERRET D WE L Z EPRES N, (LANILD)

TU—F % — 2D DRI L7222 o 7245, 7 H—F v — b TRINNBE RIS T 5 GRS
DRI B BRED AT D NI LERICO VT L ¥ 2 — %475 726

FIEEROE FLF =Y D5 4 I 2 71200V TIR 2 OB D > 720 HAR L BE TITbI IS ik
RO R, PEREICBV T 24 BB F L — Y3 Tb 7z 944 BIosEaRIE, 24 B Lo
LF—=YF I NV =I5 Thb e 2572 1,081 Hl & ) b AR o7z (1.7% vs. 34%, P=0.0172) 25,
BE & T CTRED L2072 (CS)'s b9 1 HFOBIEIIZETIE, B - h8ET 24 RN FLF—Y%
11572130 Bl & 24 ReRLAREIC L — PV 24T o 72 82 Bl ik L, SEEHIZL DI 0% THENLED - 7225, F
Bk H S 24 BB 1 L — VTR CAHEICEA - 72 (68 H vs. 92 H, P<0001) (CS)'7s

TGI3 70 —F v — M TIE, JEEIZH S 2B ISP SE TR BIEE F L — DRICHERMICIT ) 2 &A%
S, RIEERAIC X 2 EERI AR F L — Y L RSS2 6% (WBLSEFLEEYIBAMT [endo-
scopic sphincterotomy : EST] &#EAHBREM) 2F7-oTh L, EXhTwY, 3HOBIEHE (1HIE
SRR L) (C)Y & 1o RCT RCT)™ T, IS L 28 - FEEOSMEMERICBT 5 —
IR R BB AT RE CTH 5 Z AR E 7. 7272 L RCT Tli&, ERCP (endoscopic retrograde
cholangiopancreatography) & PFESSAERS AR L THEZEICE L (6/35=171%, 0/33=
0%. P=0025 (RCT)™, EEPLETH 5.
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KBRS A & 2 HARE LT O SPEIHAE 20204 2 FUNIBPESE T NHAS U0 A A & b iy ISP 8E T e IH A U0 A
W2 LA 2 fhd 5 (CSH?, BIERS: TRIMEWAM I REITHTTE, APHERERIZER
ol b ENTWEA, WG —Hiks S OWMET, FREA 726 (CS)™, 736 (C9* LAHT
FRAVREGI A3 K dp 1, W AERE SENRAE AR 3 2 — I 2 e SR T RIPE Y A O R &2 RAET 5 b O Tl
R\,

BRI ClE TGI3 2R E %7 0 —F v — FEAROFHEEIHS »TE LR WD, ZOFTE %> T HIE
RS 2 PRAF I G & PERRE LT3 2 FIIRAS P L — PO S KEBIIE TR SN HTBIREL, 7
U—F % —  OGHAUEEHARERENIZEEZ LML, —HPEEICBIT 2 REIIH T 5 —HHE GRIR
BAREAICH$ 5 EST & 25 & KA RZaly) 12onwTid, +04T sy 232 WK E Tn%E
LR L T, TGIS AMIE R 7O —F ¥ — M TIIMETLEHEEZMA 2

Q2 HMEEEBPERLF—JLUSCEERERICHL CTELABEI AL ?
[Future Research Question]

DIC Z#% L /-EAEREE R (%} L T recombinant human soluble thrombomodulin (rTM)
DEEZEBLTHELL, (LNILD)

FEREALE 213 M fiEE DIC (disseminated intravascular coagulation) #f££9 2 & 25% W Mihett: DIC (2
A HWmEE LCid~ ) v, 7y Fhur ey, &EGRERER L EOPEREEIHV LN TW S,
NS DOHEFIEIZOVTIEIRCT 2 EOTE L OWEDH 505, NERIEGBIAN E 7213 TAHKT, &
SENREE 2212 BV % A AYEIZH 5 2> T/ v, Recombinant human soluble thrombomodulin (rTM) (22T,
BRI 512 X 5 DIC IOH L CORMAME R LMED 2/MdH 5 (C9P. Suetani 513, TG13 Witk T
WS 7z DIC % %9 SRS RAER 66 Bl %, rTM 25865 Sz 30 B & $5- S e 5 72 36 Bl 571 C
WL, 561 DIC BB A IS RIF7Z25 72 (833% vs. 528%, P < 001) 25 FECHITIEEN LD o
7z (133% vs. 27.8%. P=026), k¥ L7z (CS)*. Nakahara 5 DIC % ff9 BV SIEH 13 BII2D W
TOWZIZE B L, I TMABEGENZTHET v F ba Mo L Sz 6 Bz L THIEIZ DIC
AaT7HET L7 (CS)™o 2 & bAEBIERMFZE THEMD T TREL ZEF Y ALK, EE
HEWERIZ 72\ T DIC % B L 7z HIENHE OG- 2 ZE L Td Lwk Lz,
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BRIILHETH L. 5B, BEFLF— VOB R ZT ) RETH 5,
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2. AaMEERZEIO—Fv—F (X2)

HE L 8 & A S IRRE O RHl B2 1S 2R 4 - IREEE 7 10— F v — MCIEVIR At 2 g L, IR
2D L,

TGI8 AL & 7 0 —F v — ME, PEEO—HE K E TG13 (CPG)Y 25 RE LETII v, &
PR OB EREFEIIS U TATIRETH S0 B F L+ — T L HIRER G EBMHE ZOBRICB VT
HEL AN TH B0 SVEIRERIIIRICBMEREEDSIAET 2205, 20 L) aHEE, WHEOEERE & BHE
DEEREE EE L CRES 2T 5 & ThH 2 (CPG)Ys

PR SEHE G- BAIA R\ MR 22 2 B HE S %0 WAE (Grade 1) - FAE (Grade ) BN IZIMHRE 281343747
Jo M FLF— T &Ml LG LT IR EZTIRETH L,

AVERFELZH 7O —F ¥ — M 2OV T, TGI8 : Flowchart for the management of acute cholecystitis
(CPG)Y #BWDZ L.
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Grade I (BE2MIEER)

BRI 41, TG18 Tt ) S C F R 0 i & T DM Z 72 S 2 WL TH B (CPG)Y
PG 2 SO MYERT T A5 I 0%, 1L AL OERTHE FLF— V3P ETIR AV, L Lk
D5, MG RCEUS L2 WA IS FLF— VA2 ZET 5 NETh b, RIVERKAICHT2 EST &2h
2] A BRERIE, T FLF— V2 FER T > T Lo MihORERIE, PRERS O A TR
BIENLL, HEFLF—IRRETHEWI EXL W (CPG)'Y,

Grade I (FEESMEER)

HISEE IR, TAEICIRE S 2 VA0S F L — UL E R 4 Th 5o TGI8 i i & 4L T 1
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FILEREL 12,000 BL L F 721 4,000 i, A 39C UL, s 75 L, ) V¥ ¥ bmg/dL L, 77
I VAT B X 0.73g/dL Ko 5 HH D9 b 2 HH L B4 T 2 AR L HE S ha (CPG)7,

RO NS F 72 1B RETFIEE F LS — Y O#IE TH %o REIZHTT A IEESBE LRG3 IR
BRFELTHOHAT) (CPG)™ 25, MIRESHA IS 5 EST & 20T X A REmRIE, BE FLF—
VEFRDTToTH X

Grade I (EERMEER)

TE AR 2SI UNAE |2 & AR E 2 ) IR K TH 5, TGI8 SiE e LM T, EEREE (F—
N3 v =bpug/kg/min, b LKWE VT FLFY YOMH), HHEMERE (FikkEE), Uk R s
(Pa0,/Fi0, < 300), Brkggekiss (2, & L <13 Cr>20 mg/dL), NFHERER:S (PT-INR > 15), i
BERE (LM< 1075 /mm’) OWFhrz ) BamEiE s e shs (CPG)Y,

SHNIREEAEAL S B W EEEDS D B 72 D MM 2 A IRASAN KT, @) 200 - fEBREH KERNEO LTo
NS B R AR G) DS EEE % 5. PIHRGHE P - EBREH CTH L2 REEFREBLZYUHE S ETH
5, TELPZTHESHABEN T 2IBRIIFNIE FLF =V %47 9 . RIS BB LELREEE, 4
HRREDY#E L TH AT (CPG)™?,

@i E
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RHICHEET Do
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TG 18 /TG 13 AMIEERLHTEA
SMREEREOUTELE
A. EBDOREFRR

-1. ®# (B % SREFIEDLH D)
A-2. MBERE : RIEERISFIR

B. BB/ ->iwAh R
. &8

B 2 MRIRE | FIEEREEER

C. HERZEDERR

1. BEEHR
2. BEROKA : BEXE, BEER A7>b £&

i EA ADWThy, BES5TICBHLLIECOVTIAD
T CADWThL+HBOVWThA+C OVT hD

2 El[f[LIT@fCO)i'% , 1 CRP D L&, Mo E % RmE3 %1
-2 i ALP, GTP (GGT), AST, and ALT fi® LH-
ALP : Alkaline Phosphatase, y —GTP (GGT) : y—glutamyltransferase,
AST : Aspartate aminotransferase ALT : Alanine aminotransferase
filz, R WHMEZZPTRE LT, B G EES (RUQ) b L I RIEHN) &
JIH 8 B D BEAE (HE%%E@%ﬁ, fHEDFAME, JHEAT Y VABERE) 2, dIFohd,
—fEINCEPETRTIE, BEOEGIENABALNLZ LI TNTH S, VTR E OE R 2K 72
T A VAR, MEFREDS LI T 5.

C-
C-

\\\5 S

[
i

B : | A-1 2 BT >38T
A-2 AT SUBHT R WBC
(x1,000/ L) <4, or >10
CRP (mg/dL) =1
B-1 HIH T-Bil = 2 (mg/dL)
B-2 JE B REAR A S ALP (IU) > 15xSTD*
y—-GTP (IU) > 15xSTD*
AST (IU) > 15xSTD*
ALT (IU) > 15xSTD*
*STD : Mk CTOIEH LR (CHk 1 & D FIERG )

AR ROBHIIE, BEPOWHEISBRIATRE L & 2B WK b b, 2 LT, BUE, 2MIHE
R Il —EORBUN 2 IEHEITIESWTBMT 5 2 L2 HIWIZ, HRLEOSMERE KBHIEETDH 2
TG 13 ZWi#ki# (Clinical practice guidelines : BLF CPG)? 2R &M Tw 5,

A, TG13A 56 TGI8 ~NDOYUETIZLIT T, 9 HA - GEILENIZETH & N7 2R 25 7294 B, K
IED 7212 1,106 Bl &, M & ERE @ 2 BRI B OB 2 JRER 3 % 720 (2B 5L 125 B 5 1,231 B 2
DEE, WMEICHZ D 5 6,063 B1% HI TG 13 BWiHIEDKGE (Case series : BLF CS)Y 21bhiz. 512
XHkD systematic review Z T, TGI8 IZBWTH TG 13 AMINE LB RLENTFIHEINL I LIk o7



(CPG)Y,
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GHER LT 5 2RI 2 MR L, EBRIRGESI AT A B4 Y THh b TGI8 TRIREN TV

TG 18 /TG 13 S S W AR ICHER L 72 D TH %,

1) SMEEER

- ZEEEDTOEXE, TG 18 (Tokyo Guidelines 2018) F#

Charcot A% 1877 4EIZJFIRZL & L Tt L 2B AS RIS 22 % Rl & L Tl Codli (CS)Y L sh

TWwad, &

SEHAE 2, S A0 )F K THHE OB EE 2 X 72 LT o U T A3

BmE, 2512

Z OIEGNRITASHENE D EFHAZ X o THHE D SEIR~FE (cholangiovenous reflux) L CTa&HDRIEE X

72L72RETH B,

BEHEROARRE L VR 2 BRI 5 H RN 2~ — 7

—37% <, Mg R A

MEZEH2HZER>TETHMTERROAMZFMT 22 LIEHBEL VR b, 200, AMINEROBN

I ERIR
&7
726

Z 2T, 2005412
cot 3B DRI % K Ax
(CPG)”. & B ICHEBRIYIC

RBE D L E DN
LaL, 2B

DB EIEZ VT 5 2

<Y, £ < Charcot 3 BAMEHIKIC
¥ Charcot 3% & 72 8 2 VWAMIRERDIL SRR SN, BRENMEVE W RAD -

[BHARBIC 3D SRR 4% -
FIRTHI Y vy art s bod L ICAEHEROBKIEE (K1) 2MERINZ

B ROBWEEREL LTRSS HWHRT

RS DBIHAA F T4 ~ ] OFATIZH72Y, Char-

Ll Brozh, AMIREROZRICE T % evidence 1

WD TH Iz EDBEC R 5720 2T, Prof Takada & Prof. Steven Strasberg O¥AIZ 72 5% &X#% T,

evidence 234 s v & X121, HEMRIC

Xprart s ATHD
54 44) A3%4E L T International Consensus Meeting Tokyo, 2006 23{7h 7z, TOEERT > & v 2

-

ENREY, ZopHOHEME (HNIT

Sk

#£7C 2007 4£ 1212 Tokyo Guidelines for Management of Acute Cholangitis and Cholecystitis (LLF TG 07) 25,

Journal of Hepato—Biliary —Pancreatic Surgery (JHBPS) 75 ikt
Wik (1) AREN7 (CPG)Y TGO07 ZWidkHiE, Charcot 3 BL o R % Mt

- >

I THFRIEOH L\ wiE
FRTHE D & v ) FERI

IREIN,

[ U725, HEEEOFHE, NAORE, WEXT Y bORFiE LR GO [ERBOBE] OREEED
BRI X ALB WL B S s, TGO7 I OEE, HEFRT A5 TGO7 ik s o< % oA IRE &
DO XA#EN SN TE L,
F1 ChETORMBEERZHEE
HEIP RS A BT 4 > S 2 I (2005 48 | TG 07 2MLIHAE J kit (2007 48 )
HiRR) (CCHk5 L0l (CHk 6 & Y FIERB1IH)
A. A BETR LS IR

1. 58 8 CEERELZEILELDH5H) 1. JHER B OBEA:

2. ¥H 2. % B CEEWMEZEILALD D)

3. M (B E 7243 LIER) 3. M
B. 4. B CEZEIEE 7213 LD

4. ALP, y-GTP, AST, ALT & I-5, & B. ML HALHT R

5. HImEk%, CRP o L5 5. SR (BIMmE RS, CRP @ bR, %)

6. WEITR (R, Sz, #H6) 6. WHEfeE (ALP, y-GTP, AST, ALT & F5.)

[LREIBT
7. MBI
R & e BT (Bk%g, A, AT v b, &)

(1) AT NTEEZ2F O (Charcot 3 1) fE?5(1) Charcot 38 (2+3+4)

(2) ADEND, BOITXRTCZIZTHO 22 Ao)H2HHEM 2L, BOWIHEHZ S

K2 C %iili7=3dD

B AOWThp+ BO2BHULAHAT OO |53 AOIB2HHULEHALT L0




60 ZEVE

L2 L, ZOHOFEEHERD S DG L - T, TGO7 ZWrkiE { life—threatening & 7 % fEfRAd 5
DBWIHEL LTI H 0 RIEED W2 L AVRE 72 (Observational study : BLF 0S)™, Zo#E%, TG 07
YEI R RS SN, T3 RMIAE RO Gold Standard % i L CE MidEBIEMITIED T, 51X
Wk systematic review, BHEZLZERET Vb P AREEITV, 2013 FICIEHT L < TG13 12 & 2 A& %
BRI WRT S 7 (CPG)Ys

—Ji, BHAA FIA VREBERTOERBEFMICL ) REShaRELEZSATWD (CPG)” 7,
TG 13 ZWidkdE D T UETEINEREDPEDPIZOVTOERIF V2, F 2T, XHLD systematic review (2
MZTHARZL S WICHEBOS Rii 2 & 2 KB 2PEIE KOS BIERITZE12 380 < FEHIIRIC X 2 MGEEAT
bz, TOMER, TG 13 BRI KB WM IIE T O LEEIFRO S g, 2017 4 6 HICHfE S - A0
RNIBWT, EEPLREE/Z. TGI8 IZBWTH TG18 /TG 13 EMEHEKZWE#E L L THWA Z &8
WHsh (CPG) .

2) TG 18 /TG 13 SMEREE K52 M E4E O FF

Q3. TG18/TG 13 RMIEE RZSHMELEDTAMEIL ?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

TG18/TG 13 S MEERZHIEAEZ, EEMNEEEDZHEELLT, LUEL{DOAMME
BEREZZIONDPEBEFAMBEERESDHMTEIZEDTREEREINATVWBRI ELDS, A
MIEEROZHICAWVWINETHD, (HREE1, LAILD)

TG 18 /TG 13 ke & L CTHRA &7z TG 13 BB KB ML, HE, HALZ S PICHEBIZBVT
KIBE 2 S 7% & 2 2RI £ OIEFIERIFEA T b CTREES vz (CS)Y. Zomf%eTid, TG 13 %
VIRio 2011 4E20 5 2 AR RICERRIICEMEIRE R & L CABRRBE I N T2 BB L2 RIC, TG 13 Bkt
BCTIEDDH L, 6063 BIH 5454 B (900 %) THEZ D LLIZEREZ TH o720 LA L, BRERICES DR
ISHT RASZ LHERY, 7 & NG AT B AR < R o (8] 2 28 R 3 70 9 160 0 35 W s 3K A o 720 — T,
TG 07 BPENRE KB W L OB WL 481561 (794 %) TH Y, TG131Z & > TRAMIEELOBWIHEITLE
ENTWBIENMRENT (£2), B, TG13 & TGO7 DBWi=IL, FIFRASETH-72E )Y (€Y
VHDH, ZOWMETIEIZHEIA FI4 VAR RLETLRaMBERL R o T, BERHSHEESNIZE W)
WONBMHEREREZNGE L THEZOA TR SN Tz, TD72®, Charcot 3#%EIEARIC L7 TGO7T 2
WA THWBHIRL Lo LEZ BN D,

TG 13 SRR 532 W 264 2 57 L 72T 90 138D T 7%, EPIERMIZE 2 MO A TH o720 KB %L Hi
R OFEBIHEARINGE b & BEFR % O I CRtEIRE R OWBH DS SNIFEBIATH R TH Y, ik TARY— 0
Wb, F72, BWEORDOHIIT, FEREICHELTEHMESM TV,

BB LTI R 1B R 2 T % v & life—threatening & 7 A fGBRIE D & A ARGE DS RIFEHEI 1L, FrRE
IVDRIFRIKETH D ZENmIBRDLNE, TG 13 AMWE RZHALHEL, 0 %L EHVBHETHD,
HTE, TG 13 2B RBHIIEEDANC, /B IN TV 2HHEEROZHERETI 2V, L, TG13 &M
HHAE S Wi e L, BRRBME, BB HEAT S HE CRER DR SN B IV —F » O MR & BB L > T
Wi e TH ), BENORBH/P/S L, aZAPBEL RV,

L72h%5 T, TG 13 BVENHE KB WM, FEHFRICB W THEREMICHH SN2 2 & 255 RSN,
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TG1812B VT b TG 132N S WL HEDI TG 18 /TG 13 A MEINAS 5 Wi dkie & L THUR Sh7: (CPG)Ys

x2 BX, BEOSHRERICEIARREHEFREICES TG 13 &£ TG 07 ZBMEEDZMBED LR
HEBIE (%)

Diagnostic status S g P
i 4,430 (73.1 %) 3977 (656 %)
gt 1,024 (169 %) 838 (138 %)
R kSRS 5454 (900%) 4815 (794%) <0000l
JENHEE 5¢ 609 (10.0 %) 1,248 (206 %)

(3R 3 X Y ARG IH)

3) TG18/TG 13 [MEERZMEENI T |

WA, TGO7 2MENHE KB W AEHEIL, Charcot 3B Z AL LT, TORALZMENATHII L vH)art
7 MDDV TWzA, TG18 /TG 13 BEIHAE KW AHEL, 2o TG 07 B kdED B W A HH o A5
b I VEWRDDOL %D L) ICYEET SN TG 13 B KB WiL#E (CPG)” IV TWwd, TG18/
TG 13 SIS RZ WAL, 3 D0RET b bJE# (and/or BIEHE) & L XML O S8 SUSHT H
WX o T M9l #Ed L CRFERMARTEICE o T [Hit) of), € L Clifgir il (HER, R %
DRA) 12X o T [HEWRE] 2§52 L ICL o TEMHERZZH T L LTWo, E61, MBI
ELQDPBEEERIVRRENT, T HRE RIS 2 LENH HWEL LT, MERZ 4
HMET B "Bt BRESINT VD,

%3, TGO7T ZWHEHEITZT TN Tz Charcot SBD 1o TH 5 [ &, [HERB OB &£ & b12 [JH

HWAE] L LTIRERTII RS, SRR S ML L OFNATE LWERESEHMI N, Sk
S FE GUERITZE IS & - TRRIEDMEC 22 S LR STl s 7 (33) (09, Zo#R, Eo<
TG 07 S W24 F TIIAEARMIZEMEIRE 2213 Charcot 3BT L o TRMIT 5 L) a v &7 MV T
2, TG ICLoTHMOTELFIL VI YT Mo TANHERDOZHZT 52 L Lo T,

EBROZWIEEDMEHNZH 72 ) FIHH OBEILETH 0, KRR A O BT AR S & oEHIC
HETHHEER LN LAL, HREBREOIEFMEIIHER S LICRR ) —EOMEEBET 5 2 L IFERRH
TId7e <, AEBUERIIZE DR RIS & 0 iFk o IR Rl LR o 15 %2 B & e s h7z (097,

K3 FHEHHRAMRE (TGO07 HETEER) (CL 5 Charcot3#, TGO07, TG 13 DAMEERZHEEICEET

3 HEiast
BOOUTR
Ch t3 TGO07 R TG 13
arcot 3 £ GEE : e, Rk o B2 &)
& 264 % 82.6 % 95.1 % 91.8 %
Y L 95.9 % 79.8 % 66.3 % 777 %
BRI R TORMER 119 % 155 % 388 % 59 %

(3CHK 8 X Y FERGIH)



2. ERER#f&

1) SHBEEROBKRBIECEESE, AECHTESE

FELIZIE, BRI 513 1877 4F IS Charcot 12 & » THFIB# & LTI TRt S R (CS)Y, T Ty
RSN IEER LD BB FE, A LIEEE, #IEASO BHIC Charcot S LM EINL L H Ik -7, B
IR R D key step TH 5 IR0 &Gy, MR NE EHIC X 2 BT OFRIGER~OTEA % GEIA 3 2 4R 21
I~ — A — R EFZR O AIE %, E5 2D Charcot 3Bax X7 L7z OS2 HNERE L THH S
nT&7z,

1959 4E 12 Reynolds & Dargan (&, JHEMHEIC L 5> TH 720 SNAZE, HE, MW A CEakmE
(lethargy or mental confusion) & 3 3 v 27 % &7 L7Efelt 2 Sk EMHE L E LCTHG L, B2 0sE
%) 73 BB IR AT O x HSME— DA R 2 IRE T H % & L7z (CS)™We 2@ 5HERASD 12 Reynolds 5 B & I3
X9y, HEREROEELZEIRBBEL SNTE, 2B, SUAEEREIRE ZoAHsHw LR
5L 91257201, Longmire IC X AHE RO GHEHICL DL ZANPRKEVE ENT W5, Longmire X, &
PEALIRIENIAE S 2, EIEMCER 2 fF ) Mskisesh, A EEERC L THEO 3BOAD DL, THIZHEIRE 72
EFEAEERLE Y a vy 2 R &2 L7720 D, $T74b B Reynolds HASAMEREMEHE & & LT L2 RRE IS Y
THLDIHELT, BH i atkHE LIRS % L 1F L7 (Expert opinion : BLF EO)?, #1LC, &
HOMEEDOIRE L LT, SMIREROW I X 2 2 IER, SUILIBMERE R, SRR %,

Sk P ZEMEALIR VRN A 282 U CHFIRIG & B o 72 SR LIRENRAE IS0 L 720 2 o TRtk P ZE AL IR VN S
4% (acute obstructive suppurative cholangitis : AOSC) ®DFIiEIX, Reynolds 5 # % & 72 L7z EAE RS 95011
B RHE R ERE 2T DRV EHMTE RV e ) RFEFEOME LRI L TEHMIHVSOhTE . L
L, EOERPERTRALDA S NIERIMH SN Twuin,

2) MEEE R OERKEE

Q4 2MBEERIE, EOLILBERZZ/TDOH? [Background Question]

AR BERE L TIE, 58, #BE ALESEF&T50h3, (LNILD)

SRR o IR Ze BRIR B & L Cid, TR S HEM I N TE 72 Charcot 3 & LTHIS LTV AL L
WG, B, FLTHESAHITOND, AW RORERERERICT 2L, BB 80 %L i
ARONDDICK LT, #HIEIL 60 ~ 70 %I2ZDDFE L VI HENL W (0S)B19, (CS) 01820 ~220  (CPG)%
(#4),
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x4 SMHBEERICE T BEERBEOHLEREE

. N Charcot &k WiIH J§%  Reynolds  Shock ]Fcni HH 58 5
3B (%) (%) (%) (%) 58 (%) (%) éj DA
0
Csendes ™ ASC 512 22 387 65.4 92.2 7 72
10 ASC 5 50 80 60 0 20 100
L) 6] o
AOSC 15 50 383 67 33 27 46.7
Chijiiwa " AOSC 27 63.0 70.3 96.3 259 22.2 37
Thompson'®  AC 66 Akég“t 100 66 59 7 9 66
Gigot " AC 412 72 35 78 7 61
AC 99 69.7 939 783 879 5.1 162 16.2 75
Boey ¥ SC 14 7 57 28
Non SC 72 4 8 12
AC 65 60 77 32 14 215
O'Connor™  SC 19 53 5 47 11
Non SC 46 63 9 26 15
Severe
Lai® 86 56 66 93 90 64 279
AC
Haupert?’ ASC 13 154 100 615 100 77 231 77 538
Saharia® AC 78 100 615 100 5.1 65.4
TG 07
CERED AC 794 264 713 69.6 54.8 0.1 23 2.1 497
HEd B
Gomi*” AC 6,433 705 51.8 62.9 40 438 59.4

AC ! acute cholangitis SC : suppurative cholangitis AOSC : acute obstructive suppurative cholangitis

(3THR 2 & 0 ARG )

Q5 AMEEROZEHEELL TO Charcot3HNDAIEDTIZ ? [Background Question]

Charcot 3 (3, FEICHEVHFEEZRL, ChzROALBEICESMHBERIEITRE
hap, BEJMECIMBEEROBVETIZEETH S, (LNILD)

AVEIRAS 2RI 2 S =~ — 7 — R WEB W OF LI 2 W20, ZOBMICRERBMEOREI K E %
), £5 < Charcot 3EAEHIZAMEEZOBHE L THWSNTE 7, Charcot 3#AZ 5 21X, JHE
RUNOBEBTH 7201, DEP I BIHAX -2 Wil Sh, ZORRETEVWEEShTYS (09Y, L
7L, Charcot 3B RT% R LAEBNE, BEDE L DWMET 20 %05 70 BRIELHE SR TS (0S)*Y,
(CS)™* (CPG) ¥, HFITEAEATONAZ Mk EFMFZETIE, BIEIE 264 % (09)Y,212 % (CS)Y LA
720 L72%%5T, Charcot 3% AMWIHE ROBMHIEL LTHV2121E, FFRENE VD OORBREHE /-
DL &IV R BV,



Q 6. Reynolds 5 # %535 32 MEE XL ? [Background Question]

BEEREROEEREREEE EN T3 Reynolds 5 BERH I EMBEEREIEHTEH
THd, (LNILD)

Reynolds 58, 7% H Charcot 3BITMAZ T, Y3 v 7R EREELE L TWAIEROHEZ, XhEE
HIERZEHRLTVDL EEDNIMEFTIEVEINDSA SN S, OB, FICEmEEC
LTIy MEEEOEVHETOLR3ERETH L (0S)7

L7e35C, Vi i

(CS) 16 ~19,21)
G DN 25, 22k P (LI TS 26 0 BRI BB & LTl > LT W  Reynolds 5 B R CAZ% 9 = &
WFETid, DIFRNIC01 % ThHo7 (F4) (CPG)Y,

BHOTENTHY, £ OWMET 10 %RMISHE 2\ (CS)7 9, TG 07 &ES

.
ZH=

12 & 5%tk H
Q7. 2MEEROBEREEISEMEAOFEICE Y KBS H 3 H ? [Background Question]

IRMEETOFEIE, SMBEROEREEKICIIRBRL BV, (LAILC)

NI DR S IRVEIR T O 820 THRIR B 2 LS 5 &, ¥ 3 v 7 RRAER R &% & 72 L 72 5ER

ZALIEPENRAS 2125 KBRS Eh o 72 (09)™ 25, FEALIEMERRAE 2512 3 FEE 22 e A & U RI5 WAk 722
FEIEARSNE D572 & 512 Charcot 3 % Reynolds 5 B % B9 234 & MR H O A & (2134 & 7 B
Jid5e

FERDLNTVARWY (C)7, & SITLIEMEEERICBVW RS OREHEOFWICH L ThKL T, FiE
BNESEA RIS\ E v 2 5A%, Charcot 3 BLOBEEIIZBIME I A S TW AW (CS)Y,
3) IBEZEEDEEE

% < DRPENE FORPITIE, PEEHBOBEEAHE S (£4) (08)'
AR B IRBER AR & Z 2 5N b [HEREBROTMIE] & LTHESh TS (09"
BiROEREa vk v AEiE

= ik

, (CS) 16 ~ 22.24) , (CPG) 23) , 4% \z
TORELEMEDRR S 7z,

(CS) 16 ~ 20.22)O

BV T L REINEROBENCBT 2 [HERBOBEE ] OREEVEATEE S e

A, HIZHEREDOFMEOA L L TIHAORE, HEZAT Y FORELZES GO [HEREOBME] & L
3. M&RIRE

1) —fxMmiRIEE

H

Q 8. SMEEROZEICHELRMZIREIL ? [Background Question]

JWE>, y-GTP, ALP) QBIEHLHETH S, (LNJILD)
%“,. oy

SMEEROZEICERERIC (REMEMEXE, CRP), Fr#gEiRZE (AST, ALT, EV
BB,

PR SR R e AL AE~ — 1 — 1370 <, MLEARAE THRIESRIC & 2 SRS i & It 9 - Wi o L 2
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SR KT, MECONE (HIEkE%Z, CRP &), SY U Ve ViE, HEREERETH S ALP,
y~GTP, LAPMi®D ERADVA SN D, T/, WHERZ XLTEFMETHL P Y AT IF—+F (AST,
ALT) 0 LR A SRS,

FUMLERIE %13 82 % 122D SN 5H51 /4 OFEFTIE, FIILEREIX 10000 /mm® LT CRO L B O 2 %
BET52ENDL (C9)Y, BIEMEROBAZ, HIMBKEARWIT LI LN L. b, BRHHRLMERSE
DHDHHBEFETIE, HIMIKER CRPAE LA LZ2VWEELH LD THEET L UEDND 5,

% Ot PREOBE ) VE VIE (EHEREN) 25875 - HEREROMPRETLIFLIE R
L, TRCHPEETHLOEENTHD, 70 arE UMD 19 %BRETEET L2552 (C9)Y,

SVEIREE 202 B 2 BRI A OB YE RO G % % 5 1R T,

x5 FEMRREOIMBEERICE T SHMHEE

H OH FrtEss  EGI WikH i &
FIILER > 10,000 /mm*® 79 % 449 Gigot JF
63 % 78 Saharia PC%
82 % 71 Boey JH'™
M1 k%% >12,000 /mm® 31 % 512 Csendes A" AR
I ERE O TR 36 % 512 Csendes A ™ A E B
1) 2 288k< 1,000 /mm*® 40 % 512 Csendes A" SRR
Hb < 14 g/dL 54 % 512 Csendes A" A A A 51
weyre st 91 % 78 Saharia PC*
WYY LY v > 2me/dL 65 % 512 Csendes A" A A A7 REAS1
78 % 74 Boey JH'™
WEYNLE Y >4mg/dL 68 % 449 Gigot JF'
YV ILE Y >5mg/dL 53 % 78 Saharia PC#
ALP 29 % 512 Csendes A" SRR
93 % 449 Gigot JF
92 % 72 Saharia PC%
ALP> - fili EFR o> 2 f% 74 % 74 Boey JH'™
AST t 93 % 45 Saharia PC%
ALTt 97 % 35 Saharia PC%
AST or ALT 1 72 % 512 Csendes A" A A 1
57 % 74 Boey JH™
7o bhnorY TR 44 % 512 Csendes A" A KT RE B
26 % 74 Boey JH'
TIsg—¥1 7% 74 Boey JH'™
35 % 54 Saharia PC%
BUN > 75 mmol/L 22 % 512 Csendes A" ARG RER)
7 L7F=r=15mg/dL 16 % 125 Tai DI®
BUN > 80 mg/dL or
V79 =r>2mg/dL 29 % 449 Gigot JF'
7 a— 2t 18 % 512 Csendes A" A A A7 hE A5
CA19-91 28 % 25 Ker CG*
100 % 7 Albert MB#
IVFFFYOL 29 % 55 Fm Y
36 % 11 Kanazawa A%

(SCHR5 & D51



Q 9. EMEEROZEICE T A2MPEEFATEDESZIL? [Background Question]

EMEROAHICEET 2LELH VY, MPEERT (VNN—€, 7I7—€ELE) OllE
SERATH B, (LNILD)

M7 37— LR 1/ 30EMTERAT2 (CS)¥, M7 I —ViltEo L3 REE 2 ERL,
RS S DR ATRER A TH S 2 L 2RET o 3510, ARG I IIE ARSI L TV 20 0H
BHEETH Do TOFWICUITT I 7 —CikEONE I ERLDH 57, BIEAEREDOBINICIZ) N—ED
MEAHHTH Y HEIREN TV S,

2) ZTOfOMmMF~Y—H—

OEE~Y—H—

W ~— 5 —Tohb CA19-9, BLUCAI25 DI ES AEIFERLTEATLI DD (CS)5Y,
JERERO BEEOENIZIZHE FL F— YR EIC X A EROBRBOMENDEICL Y, BEREETIE, @
WOERPCIEEEE B,

@1 hH1>, TORRXD

SR 2 CIlE, Mo KRR & FARICSIEMEST A 7 A4 VA S, TNF, WiEdE TNF Le 75—,
IL-6, IL-8, IL-10, IL-1ra DM #EELEEZ 2T 2 (CS7Y, T, LPS#A&N, WMk CD 14
bz ET 52 H D (C)Ys HHFHICHH A b H 4> (IL-6, TNF o) T FFF ¥ U235 s
o (CP, AMEE Tt OY A A A > (IL-6, TNF a) #EEEAIELMEIRES LG L THEIC
BiiE 2T 5 (CS)™,

FREERTIET Y F MY VIERHEMOK T2 X 7292 L% 0t (CS)P, (E0O)¥, =Y Fh Yy
MEOEAEE, REOTEEERLFHRLGLTLOMBE L2 (C)¥, F72, BEMBERTIE, BEORE %R
WCHAFZMAFY A h A A2 (IL-6, IL-1ra) BEFHVWI L5 (CS)7, TORMBEIIZHA MH A >
2 & 2 RIS DG AR SN T WD,

M7 4 70 %27 F AEOIT (CS)™, FRWMEIERD NF-x Biftko L5 (0S)®, MiHe v v E
DICTHE (RIEE b ) ORE (CS™ 1F, MFRDOTHAREERT 5,

ORETER

BN HEZ R LB L =Y 22RO 5 b, IBERE &L COZEf T, JENE RSB
L0 SO REE, BXOC/CDC ratio (Z—VRES /) FAF L a—VgoOl) ZEMETH S
(COs F72, RMFHRAREICBWTYH, AMIERAEFITRIEEHFICILT, bz v v iagsr
T F A VERRES EAL, it o ) v oG a—VvikE ) Y UREI VY TAF I VEO
WEAMETLTWwD (CS)%, IFREEIZLES) 7Y ¥ sl — kI B OPEREE, BXOFY VY 74 *
I — VERAOHHI2TRIEZ ST b,
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4. EfREZM

R WS R R MEO B EIHE T L (BO)¥ Y, HAFHZZ2HEMPmArEE S TwLh
T, WEZBVEIRE A WA RIS &L ) EENICEET 2 BB EN TR VONRIBIRTH 5. FRZHT
OEEN, BMWREROWKRE & 7o 72HER%2 L EEWIZ, b L EZOMBEI A TH 5 HE R % i
T 2L EfiESTSRTWS (CPG)Y. Zh 5D I RO FIFIZE M % modality & L TR
HWMA, CT A, MRI/MRCP M#&EAH 1T 51 (CPG)?, (E0)™, il X MEEIIBHICIEMS 2w,
ERCP (&iH# (KL F—2) HIICHIT SN 2%%, BRHNOE - EFUTIE R ) 1550,

Q 10. EMBEERICHFRALEGRREEIZMATH ? [Background Question]

AMBEEROKRERSE, HEEREDIRAICHLTUS, CTOEMADLEITI. (LNILD)

SR TR IS B SIE DS FEA L7 WRETH 0, HENOZINIEI L 7MW OfE1E B X O NI
DEAD2HFPANRTH L, TD728, DMEIRERSHREOBGMRAIC BT 5ENE, BENE A2 o
L7z BRI Aot &, FDEROMBEI L E 7D, FEBE, EIHBEEREICL 52 HIEEXEDD D
DFHEWITET A 1E R, MR E %o TWBIHERZEHEOZHRICHT 2HMEDVROSNLDHRTH -
7oo B EFERMAETIIN Y IMEEZEEMEH L2250, MIRICHET 2IHEOREILELES WL 5 2
ENTE, F7220X9 s, FERRKE 2 FEEICIT) 2 & TE 5, B acoustic shadow % £ 9 F
RO\ a—%2 2L, FEOENRPAETIIMz LR RH OB S @It 2 - e L TR T
»%5 ("1la, b, M3a), Abboud b ® meta—analysis {2 & 5 & JEF T IHMATIC BT 5 IHENREB X O%H
RO OBWRE (MEFTR) ORE - BREZZhZN42% (95% CIL: 28-56 %) - 96 % (95 % CI: 94—
98 %), 38 % (95 % CI: 27-49 %) - 100 % (95 % CI: 99-100 %) &#iSh, HREREHCLOO 5%
EEDE SN TV (E0)Y, —77, BZEME AR § 5 @S WM X 2 KRB H O &, I
KO OBWIRIE - FERIEIZ100 % - 89 %, NHEFHEDRKIE - HFIELEEIX 9878 % - 8333 % Lt shTwa (09",
JEFRREE W OMAAE L CT A L A HE OB ELBFEORE (BILOREH 2R TRV, BEFADE
W, MBS &) CAA SR (09) R EDFLEADH L b OO, MY, % REE, fHifE,
BHEVED O 2RSS N S BE KT 5 F 3479 REWGHmAE L V2 5,

CT AL, BT RMA L hRFHEICENL TS (K 2a, b)o LA L, HADOWIMEIRFEAND A
Ny AR () AL VT A, REEA VY Y L) AT B 720 (09), CT TORNERE A O
325%~90 %ICHE 2 (EO)™ (M2a, K3b)o 3 CT CRIFEENREE SN D Z LTI 2AN2IL
i U7 R IS BERH 22 KU 7 & LT T & 5, T2 HEMzz o BINZ I (ISR, B, T bMIReE 2%
E) OMEICKRESEMTS (M4, 72, &R CTIRIEIE RS, MIRIMEZ &0 RT&IHE)

LA TH S (EO)T, (0S)®*, (C9)™ (K5, 6)o EHIZFAF I v CT TIREHMIZINED
PONE & O U 72— 8P L& Yy (transient hepatic attenuation difference : THAD) 2& 1), 2MHE LD S
Wiz 59 A a2 5 (M4b, ¢) (CQ12. Future Research Question ),

MRCP (ZIEREGICIFE LI T 52 L3 TE, MEORRE L %2 2 IHER A CERREOMBIZIRITH
% (E0)™ (K 2f [H3d),

BRI IZBVEIERE 2 7R3 E OMOEBOBEN D LETH 5 7:0, JLHPAIZH TE 5 CT MEHBEE KIS
FALTHITSNEGE DL Ve Lad o TEMBE KL 5 Ba 3B EERAED 5 Wid CT MAEE17H



X1 ESMEFRRECLZ28MBEERORERE (X1 LU5IR)

X 2

a : IEEREE ek

SRR JEFE B A 5 N7 A R

BENIEA A5 40 % 528 o

b HEE RO & LT ORI

AR A S, A S EERIESS 12 & D 2RI @i, PZEL T 5.

SRR, FEiES k1 LYEIA)

H#i CT (a), #E3 CT (b), MRI T15##% (c), MRI SSFSE T 2 ###1% (d), MRI SSFSE T 2 5
G kW (e), 3D MRCP (f)

a @ Bl CT TRIMEPICEIIUEE %2 2 2300, BIEHEOEZHTE 2 (L),

b : 33 CT TIIRIMERS A XM ORI OEENRICL Y BRI RoTwd (KHD,

¢ MRI T 1 MG CIIAA B L2 BES 2R3 (L),

d @ T 2 MR TlaifA 1 signal void 22§ 5720, BEFZRTHT2ENIENICBV TR,
YEIANERT (HRHD.

e : SSFSE T 2 siFi G5 kI T it 2 D ORI AR ICHETE % (KH),

f: MRCP (heavily T 2 50 i{%) TIZ#54 12 signal void 2783 (%), ABIZENEPERFE I VA
BIZEFHIEL, ROTHFEZBEMICE T LT b, EFEICOREA (KE) b0, JHMIXIE
EORMICIEZ D S (% 1 )
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X3 #EEREA, FFiEs (Omk1 LYU5IR)
MR (a), HALCT (b), MRIT 2 5&#55& KM (), MRCP (d)
a:BE—FHEEECEIRHENICE LI —HELr#RD L, TI—AT4 v 7T a3—1Z
v, RIS EEZOND,
b Bl CT TSI S 22 B IR T E v,
¢ MRI T 2 i F SR CIIAIBENIC 2 DDORE S #2890 5,
d : MRCP T& R ICHRIBE A ETRE TH 5. LmloHE OIRITA S LR
W,

vV

X4 FFHEERE (XEK1 LYUSIRA)
K CT (a), ¥4 F3I v 78 CT R (b), ¥4 F 3 v 78 CT RHERETE (o
a: Hifl CT TIE EERINE o PEREIE 2 380 5 (RH)) .
b : 35 CT Tl EERIRAERE O S FVEREIE 3SR 2SI T 5 (KHD)
¢t 75N CT RS T3 LIRS O BEUE 2SI IC A BN D (KA . F 72 LM o BES 35 DI
BHNDL (I,
%8B, b, ¢ CEFFEEICARY—LEEMEEZRD, HERPEBLTVLEEZONS,



x5

X7

SMEER, FRE (FZHEBEEmEE) Cuk1 LYEIA)
F4F3Iv 7 CTHIM (a, b, c b SMEICHEM—ZH)
WEE O RN % 80 5 (KED) . THE NI 22 A4 @ pneumobilia % 728 %
b, c: asterisk T/RT L )12S3, SHICELEMFENLEZED, BOMEEHELE->TVD, BEEEZ LN
%o
X6 SMEEXR, MikRMmMmE OLEE1 LYU5IA)
FA4F3Iv 27 CT (a: Hfl, b HW, ¢ FE)
Hidqli CT TR 2SI E R A%, AHBCTH S (a, K. PIRAERIZHE
AR L, MRMEEZZ 51D (b, ¢ KFH). SR TR XM o R g
ZRTH (b, BEHL), PHTA TR & 2 Ao PRI T (AR 5 A6 B Ik 1
Mo TH %,
WW/WL : 350/30 WW/WL : 70/100 WW/WL : 350/30 WW/WL : 70/100
SMEERES (@ b) EEEH (¢, d (k1 LYUFIH)

ZENENY A F 3 v 7R CT RUIM%E 2 B OFREM TR L7,

al WEOFEMTIFOVE AR —RIREIAHETH 5,

b : Window level % [\¥F, window width 2%k BT 2 2 & THO O F AR — RGN & 7
5o

KOOV F AR — RGBT Lz (THAD).

cta &R, BBV TR EFFORYAMHEGTETH 5,

d : b & FH—5M® Window width/level I2BWT b FFCEEEYIIEHETE v,

THAD 7%= L L HIWFT & %,

WW : window width, WL : window level, THAD : transient hepatic attenuation difference
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i
S

B CT &R CT (BpARIELIAE) &R CT (FHHA)

[

8 fHEEHERA (LEi1 LYUEIH)
BUEIERSSER (BB, ER (TE).
Bl - 532 CT W B W T HIEIRASHETE b, 4 F 3 v 7 iE¥ CT R Tl aMineE &
SEERT (BB ) EHRTHIERDITFOAY RG22 (FB ). B TIdiR«3m sk
LCHYH, THAD (transient hepatic attenuation difference) T&H 5. (BjHZHH)
B H URL [http://www.igakutosho.co.jp/movie/movie 05.html] (. — ¥ —% : igakutosho, /¥ A7 —
F :19641212)

Z & & HEAEY 5. MRI/MRCP AL T RSt A3 A2 HBUEDOH 2 MAETEIH L 0D, EREB LT
i REE D B A & 3l 55— BRI 13 2 0 157

Q 11. AMEERICHVT, MRI/MRCP &% #3325 H ?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

MRI/MRCP ( &M BEEXOREZHE, REOFMEFATHY, BEEHRET S, (MR
E2 LANJC)

— #1912 MRI/MRCP |3 accessibility (2HllB2%% % 720, Wi o CIE@H OB E iR CT Tk
DD B VIIFEFEDHF SN2 VEEIS, ITOhNAMETH S, MRCP IZ#EEHAZH WD Z &2, AL
LR EZ ZO BB PRI TE 5, $/-MRIZEN T T A MrREELX A L, EEOWH
EHIETEX AL DY, FOEMECRFZORMIE A (B0, AMEHEROBIETRE LT T2 mHg
TIHERRORET LA, BEOMIE, Mkl AB—ZHEBERENHITFOLNTEY, SWBELOZIE
L OBBHEDBW OHFHYEAVREN TV (0S)™, MM OKKFIZOWT, MRI/MRCP, CT, I
BB & LR L 72F2E Tld, MRI/MRCP - CT - JEEEE o RYERE / EUR BB 2 SRS
ZNZN98/98 % - 8286/ 9143 % - 88/88 % (0S)™ TH Y, MRCP i3 d i\ sWikx A3 5 2 &A%t
HINTws (F2, 3)o L7zA->T, EHBEEHEMRER CT THEZVEOLNLWEE, MRI/MRCP 2179
ZE T B,



Q12. 4F3I Y CT, 473y MRI IAMBEROLZHICERAD?
[Future Research Question]

H14FIvYJCT, 473y 7 MRI I 2MBERODZHICERALEREETHS Z ENR
mxhs, (LNJLD)

SR S OERBN R ERT RIS SN TV R WD, ¥4F3I v 27 CTRF4F3I v 7 MRI ORI
BT, WEEO—BYELYEY (THAD) 22 ROBBIOEGHTRE LTl sh (C9™, 72k
4E, THAD ZEREEFEICHZ IO L DWELALND (0S)™,

THAD 13 & HE ) BIRMFE OB MAEE & Z 2 5 TH Y (C)Y, EHHFITIZIFE AL THAD 25AH 5
N (HFTRHK 178 ~5%) OITKL, ARG JIEHIO 679 ~ 85 % T THAD 2580505 (C9)™, (0S)™
(K4b, c 5a, b, 7, 8, and supplement video)o ¥ A F 3 > 27 MRI T% THAD & WD D —
YRR IR G BN R CEBIEICALN D EWME S TS (09)%, & 512 THAD OJEA ) o2, 7
EEE BEMHWEOHMTAaTALZ T 5 2 L TRMIRE £ 0 BIF 22 Hie 2R L7228 (0S)™ % THAD @
R OREEE &R RSB EOWFAEIRDS X OTHIMERE, CRP L OB ZRD L) #Hi (09)%,
THAD (32 PEALIRENNES 25 & 2 I LIRPEI S 20 08B TH 5 L oHE (09)™ % Ak % 93 #l %
IRE LR O T 2 #5124 T THAD O A 8 % 574l L 728G Tid, #IHEILRA S % #EI2 17 5 THAD
BRWEEL ALY EVHIPITHAS N2 E#E (0S)™ 233 ), THAD BEAMWIEROBHOAL ST, &
EEOTFMHETF L LTEHTHAWREMEIRIEINTNS, LALAEDS, B FLF— I o 123 #iC
DV TR SO T 2 REMNIC /0 72 WG AT OBEFE Tld THAD ORREE & HEEE IR IEA LN Do
7ZEDOHE (09 bbb, FAEEHEICHEbLZARERE L TWiv, & 512 THAD ZaMREL S E
Broe, Wikl Z2OEPOEBTHMAL ALNLTRTH L7720, REEIFES ZWI LB TFHINS,
YEo X512 THAD IZ2MREROBMICH T TH W HEMEIVRIEING DS, T3 HRITETFT VY ADRH 5 LT
WA, ZoAHN (B RoZ RS L OEEEHE) IS L TESHRS 5% MRS LETDH
5,

5. $=RIZ2HT

SR, ThbbAaMNE L S ICaMiRgERl:, SMEEICHITONLEETHY, FITHIELR
WMEXITIENELL, 20X RIEFMITEIENPLEE 2D, 512, BMWHHERZOENZIICBWT
X, FOWHE LTHRIZLWVIHER AL, BEEMEL S, MoKRICX b 8EEEXEDOKRKROEN D KT
b5,

Q 13. 2METEROZHEFICERNEET 5K ~E(L? [Background Question]

SHBEROENARICIE LERIEERSR, SMEFR SHBRRXPSUBERR S EOHE
HKERBPHTO5N B, 510, BHBRBPBRBEBEL EMBHORBELSHICECLE
&b

SENEROBHIE L LTI, FRIC AL RE, SRR SRR 2 E o FIEREE & 7292 &
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BEVIEE, SR EL EONIREREED LA E72TREPHITON L. S HITTHLEE IS TR
PRI 2 LR OEBE L DT o TwD (£6), (B0, %, AMMERSOYERKER S
RS RZGPEL TR WREYRD S,

*6 SMBEEROERLRE (K60, 61 &15IHARE)

Hanau®’ Sinanan®
SENEE S SMENRTE S
T H5% FF R

7 AV AR 5% JiF%¢
AT

JWE 9% J#E ¢

T iR EE AL ek NERI ¢

BEEE ()
SRS

SRS

iAot 2

WOIRE VS & 2 B39 o fi

MG 3 & O Ak SR R

visceral ischemia

SPERRE R E b SR L VIR BII BB R TH D, IR TIIME L b, B2, BEFIEOoN5
A, BMENRERIAE D B OITH 25, BB EBEE L CTX VRETH 5 2 L 03% ve — IS BRI R 1L
MAE720 T, 2SR L BMIRE RS RELR L E60% <, IREROEERAEHNZHICER TH
prWEShTns (E0O)Y,

BRI LS & B IS o i & BRI, B S & PSR LI & 57 IR SIE O B R & 72 29
¥z AT 2 LR TH S (B0 F72, W% TR IR % & Hii SO o 85 255 L v,
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6. EfEEHIEE?

TG 18 /TG 13 SMBEREEEHERLE

SERBERDEELEHITEERE

EE2MEER (GradeIl)

SMBEERDO L, UTOWThrEES5E81E [EE] THh .

- EEREE (KR—/X3I>=5 ug/ke/min, HLLIE /LT RLF > OFER)
- PIRHREE (BEED)

- IERHEEERE= (Pa0, / FiO, tE< 300)

- BHEEREE (2R, B L < Cr>2.0mg/dl)

- FFH&EERE=E (PT-INR > 1.5)

- MREBEEE (M/\MR< 10 77 /mm?®)

hEEIEBEERX (Grade II)

HEEC, UTOSEENDI B2 D28YUTIHDIH2HEICIE [REE] £T 5,
- WBC > 12,000, or < 4,000 /mm?®

- BH (FB=397C)

- s (75 mLIL)

- #E (BEVYILE>=5mg/dL)

- T7IVT I (KIZ#fEX 0.73 g/dL)

FEREDOERICEY LAWY, DHABRICRICELED > -2MBERS [hHEE] &7 5,

BESMAEEAR (Grade 1)

SMRERD OB, [REE], [EE] ORXELEFB -S6VbNDE [BE] £T5,

W) OHREZE, EYEEAA, PuRREREET O BB IOV TR RS,
W 2) BB RE SR, SO 24 BFRILIN, B X024 ~ 48 Bl O ZF N Z N OB C, HhE )
LR W CEIEE 240 R LFE3 5. (Cholangitis Bundle # 3)

(SCHR 1 & D FERBIH)

SRR, IREPAZEAS— kT H UL self-limited BB & 72 525, JHEHIZEATELE 3 AUZMUMARE 1S X
B lg g A4 2 ha - T life—threatening & %2 5, DO X 9 BRIEFIZIE, PIHIREG 21T ThH AHICHE F L
F=VRAT)LEDRD L. BHREROBHIIE, HEFLF— V217 LEDOD DR 2 MM T 2 LEDDH
D, WECTHRBICH NS Z EDTE L EEEHEERIEI RO SN D,

SVEINAE S i B AR E S BWIEHE & [MARICH A - B ILFEBIZE TR 5 M7z Big data 22512 TG 13 &
FEREHSE IO MEE (CS)Y 2T hh, X 5ITTHRO systematic review Z# T, TG18IZBWVWTH TG13 &
PERGS g8 B FEH S HIEDRIT SN B 2 212 572 (CPG) o AT LT\ 2 2k R4S Je Fi Ji7 4 5 2 e
X, EBRZETA K94 2 THDH TGI8 THRREIN T WA TG 18 /TG 13 S N4 9% 5 1 1) a8 3 e (2 e
L72bDTH b,

1) [MEEREEEHTEREDAE

ek, VbW D Reynolds 5 Bz fF 9 BN KA, [EEE] OSMWRERE SN TV, EBRIZZD XS
AP IZIEFICEN (CT 1 (CPG)® Thbd, 7, REMROLAMIEELL LAV S
T X 722 E B eI EIAE 25 (AOSC) &\ ) HEEL, T OEHRL B MR TRALD A S 7z,



HE S

—_

— ORI <,
B SR
BHERRE RASDT O X ) IR S, At
L, EBoBERTHVw2 L, #E (&
S &CHI R S BB DS\ HE TR

d

2% < %5

119 RHEN D % & SN B FIEDF I HIZRARHP LTI

ANz,

K7 hETOSIMBEREEEHEELE

RS SISO T, BRAFR IR IR, IRk i
9, REACIENLF—Y2%ET 5, ©3O0RWENIEHSNTE22,
I MR 2 FBICHE T 2 —EORED Bh o, T, 2005 4E1C [RHRB
WENRGES 25 - IREROBHHT A ¥4 > BTSN BIZH72Y (CPG)?
P B3 B AR B A D THER S M7z (KT
u»z/mzm@Luﬂ1@@@&f¢£raﬂménatw Ha

SHEEROMEE EEERAERLE 75

(Etenebsds, v 3 v, DIC, EilkkdE) %
FHE SRS 2 2 WIS ES 5

FIE, PESELR SO
LA
LGSR (COPY, XL ICBAHENLF—Y%
WEf % 323 B W IEDS S F LT\ b 20 B O RTE S A

IHEIN IR T A F T4 > 2tk I 5% FORE B ) 26 0

TG 07 2 MENREY 2T BEH 2 26 (2007 4F HiAR)

(2005 4E HikR) (Hks X wBlm) (3CHk 6 X 0 FIERG )
HEAE AN 5% Grade Ml (EHE) 2PEIHE %
BHHERDOI L, UTOWTWh2 24 EE1E [E | DFOBHSAZEOWTNhE A0 L -2 %,
JE| TH b, O iR F—/%3 ¥ =5y g/kg/min,
O vavzy LI RT3 v LE
@ WIAE @ MR EEREEE
@ HikkEd ® MR PaO,/FiO, < 300
@ armgsse @ EHHe  IMiEr L7 =>>20mg/dL
® WFHEiE  PT-INR > 15
® s R IM/AME< 10 5 /mm’®

Grade I (H&0E) SPEIHAT %

SHIHERDOS B, DToOWTN2zE ) Baid THhE | BSASIEAH L2, WiEEICS L ko722
JE] TH5bH, PERHAE %80
O #E (¥Y ¥y >20mg/dl)
@ K773 ViE (773 < 30g/dL)
® HhmemE
(7L 7F=>>15mg/dL, BUN > 20 mg/dL)
@ m/MREGRY (<1275 /mm®)
® 39 CU Lok
B A PN 4 Grade I () APEINAE %

SEME D B, [haEEE ], [HAE | OREHER G S 7%
Wb oo,

WIEHN DU L 72 EENHAE 580

ZFDtk, 200644 HICHEChHESNZEEREI Y232

20
/I\‘\ [

28T 2007 RIS EBRRGS A A BT A4~

T % Tokyo Guidelines for Management of Acute Cholangitis and Cholecystitis (LL'F TG 07) 2SHiE v

B Lo e B B AUR Sz (CPG)Y (7).

WIS T B ISOEMTHES S L1220, 2EMREZOBE & K
(BE) FHETERWVEWV) R RMHERDL D - 72,

LU, FHCiE
I (hEE) OHEIER, IR ROS L 2 watkieg

FLF =T %479 ¥ D 5 Grade
fKLEN, Thbb—EDRERRT A TG
1% Grade I (H&84E) & Grade 1

2010 4R, AL OMFTER B INA 72 TG 07 SGEIEEZ R AR S T, ZlRdtFIC X 2 RE 4T JE

1245 TGO7 DMGEM Tz, T DGR, K
SVEINAT g8 e B E SRR ICET S e (CPG)?s

HEEREICB S 2 RIE LAMTbT, 2013 4EI2H L TG 13
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TG 13 FEREFEHEIEHE S F 72 FHEHR CTOFRM LTI L Y RE SN THUETSND T L LR, LHD sys-
tematic review {212 THARZ 6 IZHRBE O fiakiZ & 2 KB 2 S IRE 2 O E R ERITZE 150  FEHER
RIZ X BHBGED TNz ZORER, TG 13 e @2 XA H TEEOLEESHD SN, TGI8 IZH
WTH TG18 /TG 13 HEEH wfk# L L TIRA I N,

2) TG 18 /TG 13 2M4MBE R EE A HITE R DFHE

Q 14. TG18/TG 13 EMBEEREEEHIEELEDFEMEIL ?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

TG18/TG 13 S MBEBEREEEHEREER, FRFAELESHICRHAICHEENLF—T %l
TIBCEREL > TFRDYUENPFCZTIRECRATETH_ENFRRTH Y, BELH
DRECEFRALEEELTAVSZENTERTH D, (HEE1, LAILD)

SRR REE R A E I, PHROTIE & S ICHETSTOUE, FRCRBIOE F LS — DU nER
BEEFHMMT 20 EHEND D,

TG 18 /TG 13 BEEHI A & L CTHRHA I N7z TG 13 EREEHEAEDOFHZ PR FIZF K Lo,
SEBIEREIIZE 3 M CTH o720 HAEZL L WICHBIZB T 2 KB % L0k 1C & 2 BRI &0 R Bl 4RI ©
W&, TG 13 EAEFEHIE I HE# Y Tldd % & Grade M 1,521 B (251 %), Grade I 2,019 5 (33.3 %), Grade
I 252361 (416 %) THolzo HIEEDBET L L 1T 30—-day mortality IZAEICH { ko Tz, LaL,
R % S R 95 B i 0 A PR NIEAS 26 3, TIEE & 30— day mortality 3B L Ao 72 (CS9)Ys —75, TG13
FE B E OB & LT, Grade MOZKFEREF W UEADITTHD I LAYRR S N, HAERMBH O
DO EREENRDEETH S EMESNTVD (CS)Y, &b, BA - ABICBIT S Z kAT
1%, Grade MO TFHRINTIE, £ =M O E hepatic dysfunction UM FEFIICAEZE R KT TIEIZH
HOEADTTH o720 72, Grade IO FHKTTIE, HIMIRBEFE LB T VT I VIESHETH - 72
(CS)?Y, FHTMETE LTI, HWERAI A OEA4L, hepatic dysfunction, FFPIIBEE OFk4e, BB O
WA, K7 VT 3 VIFEA 30—day mortality ICAETH o 7288, LERMBH CTIITHIREORE LK T VT
IVIEDHEGRTFTHo 72 L MESH TS (C9)" LA T, FHRTFUNTLLTORKETOHE
P, EADFICEH LU TR RIIRRD, —EDRBIHOSN TR,

—7J7, TG13 HEIEEHE DS F L — T ® indicator & L TOFHMICE & L7351, JEFIERIIZE
2MDATH o720 HAL L ICEBIIB 5 Zliik DEFERMZETIE, B2 CICRHOHE FL F—
VAT E NI BETEE F RO BETE O 30-day mortality 2EEE E 7z, Grade I & Grade I B &R
TN L, Grade I O BHFTHREIE F L F— YV 0ifr S W72 BEBEDVE 12 30—day mortality 29K
ol (£8)Y, Tabb, TG13 AV KB ELEL, BEFLF—-VERIfTT22LICk->TF
BAEWET LI EPRELIENZ, Grade T& LTHET LI ENNETHL EEZEx Nz, —TF, & K
WA 1 L — VDB 4Bl O —E82% Grade T & L CHANHII S M Tw A W) iEd 55 (CS)Y, L
L, &0& ) BERTE/NH S 7z 0IAHH T, AINRBLZEBERIIZETH - 72

TG 13 EREEH EREAE L VA2 PEFIIICE LT, BESEEEEREO ZEIE R TIIMNERH S0 D
O, FFEFEELEHRTRICHEIASNAEHEEZ NS, — ), & TVHRKNFDODERDIF, hepatic dysfunction
DOEMERE, MRICEDHERIRLY, SHOPELLTESINTVWE, —F, JHE FLF— Y indica-
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£8 BEERNLF—TORITOFE, 21ICJILLPEEE (TGI3EEEHEREICLD) EFEOBERE
JHE FLF— Y olifToaE 543270 EE (E300%H)

R LT - S or M KL F—
F s R o
24 B 48 W5 1] LB
24 5L o swgmpyy SRR
(n=2709) or Mt PR mamo) or Abts P
’ (n=3354) ’ (n=2333)
Grade II o . . .
ooysa 4% (12/78D) 49% (36/740) 0727 | 49%(0/1017) 56% (28/504) 0622
Grade I o . . .
g0t L7 (16/930)  34%(37/1080) <005 | 20%(25/1272) 37% (28/747) <005
Grade 1 o . . .
oog  13% (3/989) 12%(18/1530) 0858 | 11%(6/141) 14%(15/1082) 0586
Total
( gtozw 26 % (71,/2700) 27 % (91/3354) 0873 | 24%(91/3730) 30 %(71,/2333) 0164
n=o,

ROE FLF—2 0 ABESH (4 BRI 12hAT
FHMRE F Ly =Y 0 ABERH (24 ~ 48 Hef) (\ZHEAT
(3R 3 X Y ARG IH)

tor £ LCh, RYOMHE FLF—IWUELEFZ Grade T & LCTHET 22 LD WHETHYVFHTH S &
EZoND, BAEII Lo TR WA ZDEHMAEH 5720, RHORE FLF— I BB EREERE Shi:
Grade I DHJ5E 7S, TGO7 75 TG 13 ~DURI DBEOREEHETH o 720 EHMERIZE VT, 2
BREBZOTHOYUFE I, FHETFUWELD OHEE FL S — Y ? indicator & L TOBREDVFEELEZ BN b,
512, TG 13 EAEELHE AR, BREE & BE AT AT B TR MG DB v —F & DI X -
THEDPTRTH D, BENORBEL/NEL, a2 FEL R,

PibEd o, TG 13 2RSS ihE B e A1, FEHERIRICB W TEREMICHH S5 2 &A% CHESES
N, TG 13 2 PENRAS S mie BEH 2 2L 1E TG 18 1B W T b TG 18 /TG 13 2 PENHAS S djie B F e e & L T
Wa 2 EDRH I N

3) TG18/TG 13 SMBEREELEHTEALENLTINOI> T +

Q 15. AMBEERDEEEHTEICHWVT, BELEIFEALKREEZRTOL ?
[Background Question]

BECESMBEERICKVESREEZZ/L, FER - BREELEDERREZET K
ETHhD,
FRIELT, REBEERLF—YV2RITLAThIIESRICERERIFTAMBERTH 3.

AMENRE RO EEE, HITNOMRBE R v F M2 U8 JHENE EFIC X MBS Sl - ) 285
FiI~F1T L (cholangiovenous and cholangiolymphatic reflux), HILER DIC 7 & & & Olf#EE%z X 729
TEThHDH, HIELMNIERE L, BIEICERT .Y 3 v 7% DIC & Oy Ol EICH- 72ikE L
W2 b

bbb, ks FRA4,
) DDOEEREL T 5,

HORRIE R, PIRBRRBRE S, TEFRRAERRE, FARREREE, MU )
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<EEOHERFHSWICZTOEEBELT>

PEBRRESE, hRCHRERE S (EakBEE), IPOBEREREE, EREREREE, MBS, SOFA (sequential
organ failure assessment) A I 7O—H{ AL, FHCHHEIIBIT 2 HEH8EME 2 01 #hEE L,

SOFA Z a7, Wk, SR, B, JE5R, PikfhikE, HO6HHT, £0~4 TO5RMICHEREL
FA ¥ MELIESR S O SBOBHTHEEZ RLT 250 TH S (0S)™, KO TAIENN Y FH 4
FONV—=F 7= THrOoRBINICEHETE 2720, SROZVEMHE K - IO HERERFHl T d SOFA A
A7 D% 2 MU EOMERZ B [HE] #8F L7z LAL, BURFRTEIEELZE) 2 L2% L, Ik
EREEOIEL LC, SOFA 2237 (IFHEREREE 2 =LY UL E ¥ 20 ~59 mg/dL) i£#E) Th v, L
T 5 IR EER E DI % PT-INR (> 15) & L7228 ZhudatiFA4 (acute liver failure) @Sk
(0S)” ZBM L 720

Q 16. SMBEERDEEEHEICSEWVT, PHEEEIIEALKRELZRTDH, ?
[Background Question]

R E Ci}ﬁiﬂ*gktﬂmo’ﬁ\&b\# T0EkREFH Y, Ba~FHOBRERNLF -2
EHEETIHERDIRETH 3.

<HFEFEDCHERFICEAL T>

AV I 2 TRARK FRRANYE FLF— Y o0E2 THT 27 & LTHE ShTw2 Atk
MEROTFHARNT (£9) ©5 b, Wi (Grade ) IR SN TV R, OHZHHIIZHETE 2
WI Y F MYV MERHIE, JERSEREE S CORT RS, S5 ICRMOEE FLF— V%179
LTHHBEENIBE LT ORET AR LB SNz, COMKE WEEOHERT & LCREDRE, &
B, PIMERERE, Smg, K7V 7 o5 Sh, A 5HAD ) b 2 0Bk L & B 5A
H5EE (Grade 1) & L7z (09)Y,

Q 17. AMEEROEEEHTICHEVT, BELIIEARKEEZTRTO,?
[Background Question]

BIE, REMNBENSTIERT, FROICHKEREE ZOEE (RRFEHLE, Fi) Z17
WO BHEERDIRRETH 5,

Q 18. Charcot3 # & i/~ L /-2 BERIL, FIEH ? [Background Question]

Charcot 3B %/~ U TCHEEEIZWV A LW, Charcot 3BNF IS, BEEEERML &Y,
(L~XJL D)

Charcot 3 % i 7z L 7= 2 EIHAE % 110 1% TG 13 Hjie BEF @ S HE IS TMGET % &, Grade IT (FEHE) 1313
Bl (11.8 %), Grade I (H55iE) 125261 (47.3 %) T, Charcot 3 &7z & W AMEIRE 48 & = h o 72,
L72255C, Charcot 3 a7z LCHIRLTHEIE L TV BV 51T, TGI3HEEHEELEICE TS
Grade Mo #y 8 & (72 #1159 #1) 1%, Charcot 3B Z 7z L T e o7ze TGO7T WEI BB R X 2 Z ik
JEFEIZECId, Charcot 3 B A, FHEREA KWL B0 7z (09)Ys
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x9 SMBEEROFEFIRRTF

THRHERT et - JLHEAE SCHR
> 2mg/dL 13
> 22mg/dL 70
> 293 mg/dL 71
>4 mg/dL 17, 18
SR Y > 526 mg/dL 20
> 556 mg/dL 72
>81mg/dL, >92mg/dL 25
> 91 mg/dL 73
> 10 mg/dL 74
TIT I AKE < 30g/dL 71, 20, 60
T B
Yavy 13, 18, 20, 75
iR A < 100,000 ~< 150,000 /mm°® 20, 60, 76
I R MFYVIEE / 18§ RE 70, 71, 72, 76
>38C 13
o B >39C 18
>40T 73
DHAERE D 1 13, 17, 20, 60, 75
= 50 yo 17
— = 60 yo 13
=70 yo 75, 77
= 75 yo 78
S R ASENE N BS 70, 17, 72
PT B HUEE 14 sec = 71, 78
15sec = 13
—— 12,000 = 13
20,000 = 73, T4
B o B2 Yes 77, 78

(3CHK 8 X Y FFERBIH)

Q 19. MFE7OHIY P ORIER, SMBEERODZE, EEEHECHERAD?
[Future Research Question]

MEFEZ7OHIVY hZfElE, SHBEEROEEEHEICERENI XA —2— K HPHEEM
PR®RENh %, (LNJLD)

SEIRAE S, R PAZEICHE D SR IS NIE O B X o TR 2HE 2 SARIEERICIRA L TEH D
FIEIOZ E 72§ EICX D RREL, Z OREDFbe§ AUIME & 7 5. BRI, JUMAE LS X %
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e EZ X7 L72WRETH 0, 4, MIEDILE~Y—» —THAIMFE T AN Y b= OREH X 0 flifE
o MHZ SRR KO EAE ) E 21T 2 AW RS SN Tw 5,

M 7a sy b= i & BHIBEZOEEE & ORHICE LT, SEFERMIIZE 3 Mo SN Tnwd, i
Wrahny b= U, TGO7 EfE B E RO TS - THEICEETH - 72 (C™ Ll s h,
512 TG 13 FHEEEH s HE M X o THEAE L HIE SNZEMIIESE L ) ABICHM (C9)Y, £ L CHEERE
o THBEICETH -7z (CO)Y LM shTwad, Lzai-T, MiF7ruhny b= VEidaring sk
OFEFEFEHEICHATH D ZEIREENL, LhaL, F72TET ¥ A%  HtiRE O /N 20w B ERT
ROKATHY, TOHMAMEICHLTEESHE S % LHKRIESLETH b,
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(1) Murphy’s sign™', (2)&_LISERDEEMF - BRRE - [£&E
B £BOREMR

(1)%%, (2)CRPENM LR, B)AMIKHN LR
C AMERAOFHNEGREHRR?

BL ADODVWTIhA+BOVWThALERDHDZHD
B2 ADWThDP+BOVWThHA+COVWTIALEERDIHD

&) 72720, SEREACHOSMEE, BUBRRIRITZIDINDET S,

*! Murphy's sign : RIEDDH 5 HEEREDOT-THMT 5 &, FiAE TR TR 5T 2 2 WIRTE,
2 R 2% oo W R L
Tk (US) : HEEEA (EifE> 8cm, HE>4cm), MHERERE (>4mm), HRERERSD,

771 T 3—, sonographic Murphy's sign (& 70— 712 X A HEEEHIC X 2%90), NREEE PR
Wi, IHEEEE sonolucent layer (hypoechoic layer), ANEARLEiEEE2 2T AR a—%, F75v 7
F v,

- CT : JHEERENNE, FHZERFEPHE M, RRBERE R,  RHZERE PRARILHR N o AR s W ek

- MRI : JHEE#5 47, pericholecystic high signal, JHFEMEX, JHFERENLE,

(SCHR 1 & 0 FIERG 1)

1) SHBRRDUELE -  SEEHEREDLETORA > b

TG 13 2P NBHE 25 D S Wi e & EAE ) 2 5 #  (Clinical practice guidelines : LLF CPG)? &, 4E, 7
PIZERL, HECERICHCONL Z DAL LY, £ ORMEMERIZHT LRI HVERTY S,
C DBk NRTE 5 0 B I AL e & FRE ) AL HE1X, 2006 4F 4 HIZ R TR & 17z International Consensus
Meeting (Tokyo Consensus Meeting) ZBWTC, HRAPOLF 2N N—-MILDFHESNTHONZT LY
F2AZTCIERENTHA FF4 0 ThHY, WL TCO7 & LTHEESN (CPG)Ys # 4 FF 4 v Dy
3B L Z5FETHA (Observational study : BLF 0S)” w9 #Hif% b £ 12, Tokyo Guidelines tRET R EH A
X, 2007 FI2FEFE SNz TG 07 % 2013 4FI2BLET L7z,

TG 07 2 ENRRER OB Wik & FRe BEH A e 2B L COMGETIE, FRICBIRIAIEICB VT, S 2 fiM
RESINTVD ZEDVHRWICAHBETH L Z LR, BZOREV NI ENMELE 572 (Case series :
PR C9)”s ZOFSCTIE, TG 07 OREE IO REEE - 5 REE)T849 %, 500 % T Y, Murphy's sign DREFE -
FEREIL 205 %, 875 % Thor o L AWEL TV, HEE LT, TGO ®BWEAED T S 45 Murphy's
sign & 0 bMEMEMICAEICEZES®Y (P=131x107") S &dbhorze LA L, WESH OB ILIE
ELTRELRIFREOUENLETH L LM L. 22T, HilhBWikEDR ez Rat LR, K
EHNTZEET 5D TIE7% <, local sign of inflammation &, systemic signs of inflammation % §8% % & O3
B3, FNCINA T, imaging findings # i85 b D7 HEZ L T AL EEMZ, Zltiak L FBFSE CHGEEZ 1T -
7z (09)"s 451 Bl D BVENNEE 5 DM % 87 72 70 ST FEHE CREGIE L7253, BOE - RS REEZINIC BT
912 %, 969 % EWHET LI ENTEL, ZOREEL S LITTG13 OFBMAEMEIIH L WREICHEI Sz, L
#L. Takadald, TG 13 %HOMEMAGET LHET, 4B, TUF Y A3 BT LEHELE (CPG)7,
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Z2T, 201249 A S, HARLABOEBRILFENIE 70 =7 & LT, acute biliary infection % ¥ &
LT, KB RESRAEZ GO, TOME, 7000 Hl% 2 % Big data WERTE 720 T 0 EBRILFEAZELC
BT AMNEEIED 5000 Hl 22 57— b, ERRICBT2EBHTRSL, SRR, LT, TG13
D T e M R0 FRE B K 58 JEHE 0 58 FI AR & descriptive study & LCHUE S N7z (CS)7, 0% % b L1,
TG 13 O 2L S D FHE P E I IS T 2 BEE b fTb I (CS)Y, SROURNCBIF 52T EF Y AL ko
TWwWhb,

% 72, Tokyo Guidelines HRIZH AT, TGI3LUEO LY F Y A& M# L, SMEHEROZWILLE, &
FEREH E LA IR L Cid, 191D RCT 2 &, 216 MO &M L7z, 2 L C, SENEH% 2016 4£2° 5
AF =1 L7z TNHLOLME D L2, TG 13 ANENHEEIR O WAL HE - HE BEH S e 2B 3 2 BGE e 7 &
DPELZH LI ET Y 2OREZ#ED LT, BWEECHTLIIET Yy 2R3TEIEL R, &L
%, FAEREHERE IS AMGEHE DS M S Twb 2 b o7z (CS)' ™Y, ZofREE LB LT
BRI DOYGET &2 §XE D) pIREF L 72,

Q 20. 2MHBEFTRZHEE (TG 13 ZHTE®E) DOFFME ? [Background Question]

AMBERAZEEE (TG 13ZMHEE) 3, SVWBRELRRELZFLRIFLZHEEZET
%, (LNJVB)

SVENREE S WAk E 2013 (TG 13 BWidkHE) 2 L Hiak b MMZEIc X o CRMii L7z & 2 A, J&EEIZ 91.2 %,
FRRIEIZ 969 % TH Y, BIFnsWkzA+5 (05, LaL, TGI3 Wik, ZoRRL LTELD
SHEAT R 2 30 2 W AR EE R BT © X 22\ (Expert opinion : BUF EO)™ Z & A5 & T 5 TG 07
DD ELEEMN R, S5 ITHYAPERFER T 16 %, FEBLEPENRFEL T 28 %A%, FEE & HIMIERESE IO W )5 23
Riro b VI HEND L (C)Ye 2HHOAENET, HELEIEEDNLLHEITIIRVBELBHZITH) 2 &
VEETH 5,

Q21. TG13 2 MBETBALMELEL TGI8 ICAHWVWA_L2#HBTEIH?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

TG13 AMBERAZHELEZ, SVRELEEELZEL, BIFLZHEGHDZZEHLS,
FRAEEEELTTCGI1S S MERROZHEAL LU THRET S, (HEE1, LANILC)

LR OWUFTOBEBET, ZMINEROBWILHE LTINS D O TG 13 BAHI IR ShTw vy (CPG)Y,
72721, TG13 OBWIIEEDBMIEIHT 2 MEXMSh T2 (09" (CPG)'7,

BHRICHT 2 WG, W UREBEAZ gold standard & L7&A55 3 940 % (0S)”, 604 % (08)" ¥
LWED D Do HIHDOWFETIZEMENE R OB W IEREIZ B B2 ORI - FFREEIZ 912 %, 969 % TH o
7208, $HETIZ 831 %, 375 % Th -7,

72720, BEORLICBWTEERIFN 21T o 7ok, AEZEZ RO EAME#ES O independent predic-
tor 1 neutrophil count DA TH 572 HELTWD (09", HHERBOATEAMRELOBW 2 HEET 5
CTERBENTIE RV, HEROEREZHAMEICHRE L7z WSES O SRS ATEIRERL T4 K74 0Tk, &
WriZ @ 72 - Tl clinical, laboratory, imaging D AGHOEZHIRINTWE D, - LB MEEOREIXITD
nTwiw (CPG)". TG 13 BIEMPERBWILEZE SICZOMAGDEL 2> THBY, BWEEOREIC
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BT 2EXHEIFALTHS LE 27, B HERLERE L BWILMEZHE L HED S 0 T, 2 Lbt
TLEOMICIAEEEZROTEY (CS)Y, BMEEDHPELRENT VD, 72, BIKBHNIC X 22N
K65 BIOENTOMETD, TG 13 BWiFLHEILEIE 86 % &) MiEbH s (C9)"s

ZI) L7oKHGEDREREZZER LT, TG13 AMINELROZMEEIZIIRE ZBERD L, TGI8 THZNFE
FHWLZ L 2T 5,

EoT, HLVBWiIEIZEBERGZET A ¥4 2 CThb TG18 /TG 13 AMENRPERZ WAL ML T 5 D
»E L7 (CPG)™,

SEIRFEROBMIIEAES, BREUE & MRAT s & SRR 2 5ty WEAT LI X D HEERIZ1T) & v
IDDTH5, T7bH, Murphy's sign R4 FIEHENG, FihiiZ & OREERHT O JAERT H & FEE MR A2
X B85 ORIEPOCTT R 2 30 7235 G AR & BEv, C e WRZ I CHERE L TR %,

Q 22. AMBERADOZEHELEL L TD Murphy’s sign DEIED (13 2
[Background Question]

Murphy’s sign I£, FEEICEWVFEEZRT Y, BREFBEVEHRES O, SMEEROBV
FFIIEEETH B, (LNILD)

Murphy’s sign &3, [KIEDDH 5 HELZRAEOT T T 5 &, FAZ iz TR EEEITTR R \WIREE]
Z\ 9 Murphy 25 1903 FEICHAE DB E L TRt L, ObICAEEREOBBEE L THWLENRTWS
(CS), MBI DOBMREL LTI3, FFEEICHLTIZ 96 %, 79 % &S, I 50 ~ 60 % &%
WEHE SN TWA (Metaanalysis : BLF MA)®?, (09)%, sEHEICBVTH, FBRERIS%EHVDLO
D, BIEIZ 205 % LRV ERE SN TS (CS)” 72, ElE TIRBEIMEVERE SR TVS (CS)Y,
L7245 T, Murphy's sign &, B2MHEROBZRELIEL L THWSIZEEY &3V 20w,

Q 23. TGO7 &M4EERXZMEAEDSTMIZ ? [Background Question]

Murphy’s sign ICLENBERE SHES O, RIFEZMEEEZR T 25, HLOEHRI/ERTEL
(< W, (LANJLD)

TG 07 BVENIERZ W EEEDOZ W LTI, &L 849 %, FFHIE 500 % & BAF 2 LA HE ShTw
% (CS)”s —7J5, TG 07T UFTHEAAC X 2L R LFAMIEICHB W TYH, TG 07 ZVENSE 45 W 2k 13
921 % & BT IR 2 300, S OIHEREICELTH 933 % & BIF2BWkZ AT 52 LavRsh7z (0S)Y,

LA L, TG 07 SEIREE o A <1k, BRI L & 3¢ TR & 42 5 o SAEfT LA 2 128k
MREESE L HEE B WIS TR & SN7ehs, FEHEFRD O BB ROWGIT e MR T2 2 L Mz L LTRE
B2 PR 21T R B 40 &) BEM 2 ST 5, FEBRIZ TG 07 Zfidr L 72 review fm L TIZRT & &5 D&
FEFT RS A THGEZMIC X VAL DL ShTwD (EO)Y % BRELVA SN, TS O ERICHEA
Holz,
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2. ERER#f&

SRR, AMEBEOREMZBEED 12TH Y, EITH EEERCOERHZ S 7232 0% v, 7272
L, MR ZERE RS20, SHHERFHEFLTHLZE LD D,

Q 24. SMHBERROZWICRIEELEFREMEIZMAAH ? [Background Question]

SMERXOROBRENLBERBKRIIER (GZMEH TH%. (LANILD)

SWEIREEZE O b M ZERIIAE TR CTH D (38 ~ 93 %), LT & LEilmt bbb & 72 ~
9B % Tdhbo KWTHEL - WML <, FBBIEPETIEZR S, FI23BTEBR 2 SHOHEEITH 3 FIFLE
L v BHTERI IR RIS A SN DY, AT 2 A5 2 L3k LTEL 2L, KER
BEABDOOND L (K1 2),

Q25 ERECRRELABEDHTEAMBERRIIEDSSVDEEDL?
[Background Question]

SMERRIEEREELAFDI~10%Z2LHD S, (LNILB)

[ R EORT, AMEEEEL 3~10%TH5 (0S9)55 (CPG)™, (#£3), 50 LT (n=6317)
DIFIFHEFTAL L, BUIRIELIT 63 % LRI L, 50l (n=2406) T 209 % & @Sk 1 m%
THb (&R TIE10%) (0S)°,

®1 SHEMEE R ORKREK
i AFEN bE o GBS MEH: FEE gk Wtk @i MR Murphy's

3 A
i&iﬁ B e R (%) (%) (%) (%) Bif (%) A sign
- B (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Eskelinen 62
124 56 25 31 60 48 30 66 16 62
(1993) (237.1°C)
Brewer® 30
26 77 35 58 39
(1976) (=38C)
Schofield * 31
64 83 14
(1986) (>375C)
1 27)
St?rll;;;l)d 100 38 34 W80 W70 #30 ®45 HI10 ®B
Hl """ %
(j :;; 191 93 23
Johnsonzg)
(1995) 3770 11 73 62 24 62
Singer ™ 10 10 65
(1996) (>3807) 90 (n=29)*
Adedeji®
(1996) 18

*Murphy's sign O A HEDSIME R IER] (n=29) DA ERNZIC L 2HE (CHk 2 X D FIERETH)
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xK2 BAEBRICK 2 2MBERROZHEE

AR 2 1135 11~17 05~ 09 065 (057-0.73) 050 (049-051)
M - 4 1,338 15 (L1-21) 06 (03-09) 0.71 (0.65-0.76) 053 (052-055)
Fs 8 1292 15 (1.0-23) 09 (0.8-1.0) 035 (0.31-0.38) 0.80 (0.78-0.82)
S P B A8 2 1,170 11~28 05~ 10 045 (0.37-054) 0.70 (0.69-0.71)
Murphy's sign 3 565 28 (0.8-86) 05 (02-1.0) 065 (058-0.71) 0.87 (0.85-0.89)
M 4 2 669 10~12 06~ 10 0.77 (0.69-0.83) 0.36 (0.34-0.38)
Bk 4 1,381 1.0 (06-17) 10 (0.8-14) 0.30 (0.23-0.37) 068 (0.67-0.69)
[N 2R 2 1,170 03~07 10~ 13 0.08 (0.04-0.14) 0.82 (0.81-0.83)
Tt 2 1,140 050 ~ 2.32 10~ 12 0.11 (0.06-0.18) 0.87 (0.86-0.87)
Ezgﬂg 4 408 08 (05-1.2) 10 (09-1.1) 021 (018-023) 0.80 (0.75-0.85)
A Z 5 949 15 (09-25) 0.7 (03-1.6) 081 (0.78-0.85) 0.67 (0.65-0.69)
ESES IR ] 4 1,001 16 (1.0-25) 04 (02-1.1) 0.77 (0.73-0.81) 054 (052-056)

CI : confidence interval

xk3 BEEBEICHTZSMBERR

(3CHk 22 & 9 51H)

e AR 2 RS L 7o

Eskelinen® Brewer® Telfer*”
(n=1333) (n=1,000) 50 kil (n=6317) 50 2L E (n=2406)

IR N 618 )5 IKANW] 413 | IR 395 % | SENHEE % 209 %
U 58 271 Bk 69 | Mzt 32.0 % | FRAFFINEIT 157 %
SEHAE gE 124 B BNIEGE 67 | SIS 6.3 % | WIS 152 %
[ 1ES 53 IRIEEIEGRE 52 | WPz 25 % | Wb %E 123 %
Dyspepsia 50 REREA 43 | 2% 16 % | 2SR 73 %
PREEHEH 57 MTESE 43 | % <01 % | FHER 55 %
JEES 19 ZPkIHEEE 25 | 9 <0.1 % | 41 %
T TIIEL Y > X 9% 11 WPzE 25| ~"v=7 <01% | ~V=T 31 %
SRR g 22 Rk 23 | MAERRZ <01 % | MERHRE 23 %
THALE S 2L 9 TTIREIEE 20
PRI e 22 H RN 18
Iy NFHE A 15 4R 18
Z DA 62 'BFdist 17

H % 14

P NHBE 58 12

P B BRIE 10

THILA R 10

(3CHk 32 £ v 51H)
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3. M#&IRE

Q 26. SMBEEBROZEMICIEL TITHONZMAKRE(ZATH ? [Background Question]

EMERAOZKICHENLMBREFRREILZVY, 25OREMR (HMEKE, CRP)
FIv IS BDLENHB, (LNILB)

SENREE 28 O WS 2 MBI W3 22 <, 2RO IET N (HMERKORE, CRP O AL Y)
ZRODH, WH, HIMEKE 10000 /mm® ML EO#EH, CRP3mg/dL LLEo ER &, i - JHEREZE E YV
EYOMPRED LARRED Z EA% v, 4B, HESLREAEOD L EBHTIE, HILEKES CRP 251
ALV ELHLOTHEETLILELD L, BEWMAE (ultrasonography : US) TRMMIER ZRIET S
Fi 72538 2354, CRP 253 mg/dL PLETHIUL, 97 % DIKEE, 76 % DFFELE, 95 % O btk Tl ¢ 2R
FROBWDVEETH S (05)™, 2VEIRFMEIRSE 5 & 20k S INFE 28 & ORI, PR B < M i AT S
E, OREREEI RV, &L MERETREZEDEVIELH S (13%) (CS), AMEIRFESIZ BT 5 AT
BAOBEMERZ RS (F4)o

Q 27. AMBERXEEE - H15E, FHEERZTPEVILE Y, NHERBRZOAEIVDEHL, ?
[Background Question]

EMESRCHBEESRERA SMBRXEOENZEH, ChoDAHEF v ITHEDICD
ETHd, (LNILD)

ARSI BIT S, B - JHERBERE L CY LY v olPEEOEE FAIE, BRSSO (CS)Y,
Mirizzi JEBEREDBESE % BRT 5o 72, BMUIEMHELATIS YY) VE VIEZ 2T 20 #iELH 5
(CY, AMMBEEEIZBVT, HEY Y IE VIR IS A 20T 2 HEIZ4~T3% E SN TWw5
(CS)34)O

Q 28. aMBEERTCOhERESE (V/N\—€, 735—+t) OLREZBOH-EEE@MEELDZH?
[Background Question]

BEEZEET IMBERCORHERD.

SRR 72T TR T I 7 —BREZ EA L eV, H7 I 7 —XYRED EAZ, RIER O % CHRRE
ERERT HMREOEIE RET S (MA)Y,

Q29. 7AAINY P AIESRMBERADODZK EEEEHIEICERD»?
[Future Research Question]

EMEEXEXNRETSI7OHIL RZ (PCT) (CBETAIHAREIDEL, ZOFAMIE
RS CEFHETE RV, (LANJLC)

Tanny b= (PCT) BMIMIEDZMW & BREEHEICHE M THLE V) Y ATITA v 7 LE 2 —H
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x4 BENBRREOSMBERRICE T 3BMEE

IHH S I B E e
A 13k 2 b 5 59 % 168 Parker®’
69 % 154 Gruber "
59 % 108 Juvonen ™
82 % 22 Shapiro®
90 % 10 Hill®
PR %L > 20,000 /mm® 45 % 22 Shapiro®
50 % 10 Hill*
CRP L5 78 % 108 Juvonen®”
1117 %113 60 % 108 Juvonen®
WYY VRS 41 % 156 Raine ™
33 % 81 Norrby *
45 % 49 Lindenauer ™
77 % 22 Shapiro®
75 % 8 Hill*®
TNHY)KAT 7 —E LR 26 % 156 Raine ™
20 % 49 Norrby ®
23 % 44 Lindenauer™®
64 % 22 Shapiro™®
AST L5 40 % 30 Lindenauer®
64 % 22 Shapiro™®
ALT L& 12 % 156 Raine ™
26 % 63 Norrby *
26 % 19 Shapiro®
LDH k5 86 % 22 Shapiro®
7 bu v e TR 15 % 156 Raine ™
55 % 42 Lindenauer™
TNT I AT 33 % 21 Lindenauer™’
7IIg—¥ LA 29 % 17 Shapiro®
13 % 16 Lindenauer*’
RFEaEFE (BUN) EH 55 % 22 Shapiro™®
Mm%z vy F=> ks 50 % 22 Shapiro™®
CA19-9 0% 11 Albert ™
IYRMFVY 36 % 11 Kanazawa "

CRP : C—reactive protein, AST : aspartate aminotransferase, ALT : alanine

aminotransferase, LDH : lactate dehydrogenase

(SCHR 32 & 9 51H)

%5 (Systematic review : LF SR)® 23, 20—} TR T WA ¥ DA — 72 72 DIRIILIEE & FERALRE O 5
BNCRL 2 e v A Z IS H 25 (MA)T, ZAPEIRTE % 2 W G ICHRE L 22 BRIFRIZ 1 2721 Th Y
TG 13 OESEREFHEAMMT 5 2 EAHE I TS (09)7,
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T2, BHEHAER TV DD OREBIERIIED S ) DHREROEIEL L MBS L2 LM TVS

(09) 7V, BT, SUMERICBIT S PCTWEOFHAMEMAT 2ICEELZZETVATDRL, 4
HBOIET v ADOEFIZL HHWASRD 55 & # 2, future research question &3 5,

4. BRI

1) BEERE ((F5X)

Q 30. MR OBWIC US SR I hZH?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

US ICE ZIERADZMBEEPZHRRIIBEICLIVEVIH2HDD, TOERREYHE, TR
B, mifEl BEMEE,SSMBERAOTEEZHICE T 2EBIRNREEE L THE
dha, (#ERE1, LANILC)

SPEIRFERIC BT 2 BEMMA (US) ICHT 2% 134 < & 2205, JEFERIIZEICE W TIZ US o,
FFBEIEHEIGRR STV DS (0S) 27, 2721, ZTHOHDOMLITBWT, ZWHEICH LTIk,
HEdiE, BWRENRLRLTRLSTBY, WIRd —HiEOBR S NI L2 5D TH S, HIDA A
F vk USICBITH2BMH 2 i L220F%2 T3, HIDA OZWRED RS S S hTws (09)™™ 25, #
ZZIHRBENLZ 320 A K54 ¥ (CPG) ™ 12BW\WTid, BWRICHRADLH 2S00 US #3570
O EZW O FE LTHRL Twb,

USIZCT R MRI & & L CHRMTHY, FBEHTHY, HEWHCBHEZELTVWDZEH
5, BVEMEROWGBMEOPTLEN TS (09)*, US OEMHK TOMATHRIE 61.3 % & Wi ShT
w3 (CS)7s

LEIHIE S O W{E WL 2 AT L7z A & 7 ) 2 2T, US OB 81 % (95 % CI: 0.75-087),
FRRLJEIZ 83 % (95 % CI:0.73-087) L#ffrshTwsd (MA)Y (K1),

TG 13 DEVENRFE R OB WM THEEZ W % HE T 5 72O EEZ RS LEThH Y, USIEHERIN LW
BZWETH 5,

1 2MERROEGRZEIEICET 5 2 28T (XK 60 LW5EIA)
SUERERICBTL Y Y F 7T 74—, BEBERE, MRI ORE - FFRE



Q 31. 2MBEFXOBZHFARIZ ? [Background Question]

SMEEROBERARIL, HEELX, BEERE, EEER, 77 I -, sonographic
Murphy’s sign, 77 X &, FHZEEBE O &R {#&BFEE, HHZEE sonolucent layer (hypoechoic
layer), BEHH B,

SEIRBE OB E WA E LT, IHEERER, HEERERE, ENORA, 77V La—, TAR Tu-—7
12 & BB OIS (sonographic Murphy's sign), HFHZERE PO AR, HHEFEREE sonolucent layer (hy-
poechoic layer), NELZ @G EZ BT AETa—H, FTIV 7 N, EBRH L (CS)Y %, JHEER K,
JHFEREAUIE O Fe & LT, BFE>8cm, MWAE>4cm, WHIERE> Amm AHEE 5. IHBEN A O EE
BERIFTHED, HEFHEOOMBEEIZ IS B EARARTH S, R U THE® modality (MR cholangiogra-
phy % &) w5 (0S)™,

HHFEREP O — g DK T —77 % $§3 sonolucent layer (hypoechoic layer) &, 2MEIHFEELOBZHICB T
K8 %, FFRETI %THY, RFLRHEFELIZVI RV, RELLENEEZ 2T KT - OFLED, &
FE 62 %, HERFEEL100 % TH Y, XV BB (CS)™ (M2, 3).

Q 32. BERBREEIToLEZICAMBERROZHMICERALAR @A, ?
[Background Question]

Sonographic Murphy’s sign R T®H %,

Sonographic Murphy’s sign (&, Z2MHEREOZWICEH TH S (09, (CS)Y, KEIZRREHELHDD
(630 %, 95% CI:491~770 %), ¥BEICENTZFR (936 %, 95 % CI:900~97.3%) Th5 (0S)%
HANTA YYGETRBATIE, HEER (RWE>8cem, MifE>4cm), HEREEE (> 4mm), HREHRH
Pk f, 77 T a—, sonographic Murphy's sign (& 70— 712 X 2 HEEEBIC X 52090E) % FIHH
&L, NRZEFPRER B, BZEEE sonolucent layer (hypoechoic layer), A&7 4Rk E 29 5Kkt a—
W, N7 7FVEBMEE EMEDTTHET 22 EBBMICEHEE 272 (K5),

b

2 ZMBEREXOBEEMAE (AMEEX - BREXZEHANT 12 2013 LWUE5[H)
a: fEAWRE, 77 xa—, RERENE (<)
b : sonolucent layer (hypoechoic layer) (—)
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3 ZMBERXOEZFHAR
a: e S TERIC X B EAMEHEE OB SIS
RRgENG K, BN T 7Y, SHEROREA & & HITHHFEE B OWAARESE  (pericholecystic
fluid) 2SS Twb,
b HMRERC X 2 S VEIREE 85 1R
JHEEpE R, MHgERENE, 77, KAz CIHERER M X % intraluminal flap
2RO D,

x5 SMERROEBTRIHEOELE
F1E5H
- JEEEX (R#ZE> 8cm, =@#E> 4cm)
- EREEE (> 4mm)
- ik E RS A
e =
+ sonographic Murphy’s sign (B&i& 70— 7(C & 2 BEEAIC L 37EHE)
EINER
- EREER &SR
- fIBE&EE sonolucent layer (hypoechoic layer)
cAEBLEZEBEEETSIRIO-F
- RTIVTF

(3CHK 67 X D 51H)



Q 33. BERHS—KFTIIAaMBREOZHICERD ?
[Future Research Question]

BRENTZE (H5—KTF, NT—KT3) PEBROZHZOHDICERATHS &
TAIREIDEETIIRLA5 80V, BEENICHBER N T 7EIC K 2 M EEMIE 28 14EE
REEORBREEICHIBEELZ T2, TECPRHETHDI_ LS, B EOESE
EERET D EIGBEYITIEAEL, (LANJLD)

AUEEECIBIEH T — F7IICHT 5@ TIE, DG OB T o 72 ATl o W % 4
W2 LBEHETH-> L MEESRTVD (09%, BMEMFEROBWNICHT 2w T HPH Tk 7%
Motz BEECHIRRE (K754 0, NIRRT 4 V5, FTIEER #EL VD), SHICITERL
T (RBEDE 7 &) (T 2e8uUd 2 <, FHlEFBRN DM % b D Th oo FAT/NA T A, BRIEN
AT R, AKifELE Vo ZMERPEZ SNz USTODDIE 2R EITARL, ZOEREICBNTHHOE
BANZREICEL 0D, 77— FT77E2HWIHEICIEY A7 29 ARtEZHRET5IC3E2E
T UVAWY R, SHOTETV ADOERICL D HEARD b &% Z, future research question & i &
D7z (M4),

X4 SMERXROBEENTIEIR
a: BMIRERICBIT LA T — K7 IMW§
JRBERE (ZWEEEAE L, ARER A & BEERIC AT TRENICILFE S 7 F Vs b b,
b : ZWEHFERIZB T % superb microvascular imaging (SMI) i
JRJE U 72 JHEERENIZ ML > 7 F VA ST w5, SMIIGEED A 5 — K7 512l LRI iE o H
MIENTWEZEbh D, 20X )AL\ CRENIMGE O T Z 23 2 BRI 3 %
By 7 oM EET L UEND S,



BHERRODMIEE & EEREERAE 97

Q 34. AMERRXOEEEHTEICHEVTERENE S LBZSHMRICERATANEZH,?
[Background Question]

BEERECL2aMERROEEEHTEICHVTIE, HEAREE, FiEE BEEAR
BRI, BERERAROREREE BEREORRLIEE, BEREORRG BEEIERKIC
#HY %,

SRRSO E WA 2 3BT TRET L7228 <, 1 GERARERE, IRZEER, IRZERELE), 2
FE (1 o RIS 2 T sonolucent layer (hypoechoic layer), NBZEP debris, NHZERT & 5 (3 JREERE pyFl
NHFE S PRNRSS % 5230 %), 3B (1 - 2 BEOPT A A CREEPI RIS 5 PR SS, ik sd, MRS, Fiess
ZAOD) LHFL, BIRWEREEE APACHE I score & DRIV H 5 EHE LTS (CS)Y,
F7:, BVERFEEOTEER GUEVED X OIS & O AP (SRR BENEPT R & U OISR K
Ta—ROGEENRDIFTHNT WD (BRI 39 %, HFHRE 87 %, 1EBZET0%) (05)™,

JREREDBUERLEILOB ML, RATOHEERLZ M T2 L TEETH S, INEBEOEE (BUIMEIRER) ©
TWHH A B E WA E LT, IMENEORMEE L, BEEOAELRIENHITOoNE, IHENPEDE
FE1E 32 %, MHEREOAFELMEIL A7 BIZHALN, WMHLDALNIDIF 21 %, ThHDOVTIYPO
AARSNDDIXE58%THSH (C9)™ MEREDLEILOBWICAHMABHT WA R E LTI, WIEORILE
&, MEFEEEOQWRENR DT HN D EILFICB VTR REEEORE M (3~ 20 mm, F¥ 7 mm, L
LBITIE 2~ 13mm, FH5mm) (C)™, MEREDWTZUEIX, WA T 70 %, CT TT78 %I sh
Tw5 (097,

2) B XREE

Q 35 AMBERAEF--15E, B XBEEEIFEAD» ? [Background Question]

EHNZHZEAME LT, EREMXREEZBE IS EEIARATH S, (LNILD)

BVENMESI 3BT 5 Al X MAT L & LCid, FIRALIRG, THEERER, BIED A Ly 2%, IHELE A5
BCHR O ML B X UK EHHIFHNED, IR LRI AT L RV 2w (C9™, LarL, HfiX
MEEI, WS EILRB Mg AN EE% & E %2 BT 2R BOBMICAE N TH 5D T, SWMNER) 5
HBRBEAITIE, MEBE OERNODICHM X MEEZIRLINETHS (EO)™™,



3) CT (computed tomography) (X5, 6)

5 SMERKOCTHE (SMBERX - BRRASESANZ 122013 £KW5IH)
a. HHLCT : REEIER, IRFEREDZIERILE (KE) 28D 5,
b. &% CT : IHFEEEDNIZE & iide (RED) 2l b, * @i

6 SMERERROCTHMR (RMEER - BRALEH N4> 2013 LU5IA)
a. WAL CT : JREDOMEAR L R ORE LA ZED L (),
b. 5% CT @ HEBRIR O AR 2 ) RO LZ 2380 5 (K)o
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Q 36. EMHEEZERADZEICEVWTEDES BBEICCT 22353 NXEH?
[Background Question]

SMBERRIPELON DY, BRMR, MRRE, BEERECI > TIMBERXOEED
WP RELIZER, HIVIIEREHEIEDODNESEICE, CTEZ2BITINETHS, CT
BTEBLETERFIAFTIVICTERITIB_LEHRET S, (HRE2 L~NICO)

MBEEO XM CT R, HAUBHEICHNBURIZS Y, L3 L BTV —F VI 2 48X
W (09)™, (%6)o L Lad b gl EOAHEDBMIC I TH S (097, WP T
FMBREDWIR 2 & 5 2 52 L ZWEET, MEREORATIZEM % SILOFT R E L2ga, TOIEZHIE 39 %
T ERWA, CT TIHIREEREDWIZLHT L% 69 % il i TH 2 (09)%,

x6 BERECTOIMBERRICH T ZLMEEDLE

FEBEL I KR e viE  BRETAE O BERIER Bt
CT (n=117) 39 % 93 % 50 % 89 % 557 0.656
MEWRE  (0=117) 83 % 95 % 75 % 97 % 16.6 0.179

(SCHR 77 X D FIFRGIH)

Q 37. aMBETROF1F3I v CTHERIE? [Background Question]

SMERRXOZAFIv I CTHRRIR, BEREKX, BEREREE, RERTZE BEHSERE
%, BRABRFXEER FRE), BRERRBORESH 5 VIR, BRABEORKRKET
B, BERABERE, BREAG G BERABREHBAORKERINE, 2ETH 5.

AVEEERO YA F Iy 2 CTATRE LTI, IRZEIER (41 %), BRZERENIE (59 %), RN PR sk A
DORFIREWIOHE (52 %), NHEERFPAOANE (31 %), HETEE (31 %), HtomEBRIIL (24 %), Kk
FEE 3%), HdHsb (09)™, NHIEREIZ JHEAVE L 2 & HAERED M AN L, FF92 R332 IHEE# IR
WAHMS %0 L2723 T, ANMERTIMBERMONELENS YA F 3 v 7 CT OBIRKIS T8k
Ry (09 %, (K7),

BEOSVEIRFES TIE, IRBERENNE A7 CIRFEIER L B0 SN A W &b %\, IRFEDH 4 XTI A%
bHHOT, BEEOHESWIZEOIEROATIRBETH S, LALEDS, #EFAF3Iv 2 CT 247
ZASNRFERAAFAET B Y IE, B PAIT S OBS B0 5N B O THWIMME A (0S)*, (K7),
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7 5473y 7 CT SWBAMBEREX (BREEF—B4ETHRE)
(SEREER - PRRZEN N1 2 2013 £ U5IA)
a, b,c: 453y CT BRMITIXINA, IHEEREA, MHEEREFIEMEILE, HlROREz@E0 5, L7z,
JRIBE R PRITF S B0 P e e () 2580 %o
d, e f:FIHITIIFEEDORREIHEL T2,
SENRSE 5 T DR FE O T BT RAENS £ > THFIE ARG S 5 MBEFHIR M AT 5 72D IR T
LR TH %,

Q 38. AMERXOEEEHTEICHEVTCEIENDE > L CTHRRICERETANEZH?
[Background Question]

REAEDH 5V IFEADH X & BEAEOEREES BHEREOEHZAR, BERABERE
B, REICEBINETH B,

SVEBUHTE IR R DORF RN S A+ 3 v 7 CTHT L, HEREOAKZBE, HIEREOEZ AR (interrupted
rim sign), AHEEEPHIGIGWGRE LA, JHEENEED 2 WV IZBENO A X, WIEOERMMEE (intraluminal flap, in-
traluminal membrane), IRFEFPAILSS, % ETH2 (09)® %, (7).,

JHZE D 58 DOFEE IS U CHERED ML D BN % 0T, MHERFEPAFORBOBE LML 5 b, Lo
TH¥A4F 3y 7 CT BRI CONRFERE PARFEE OGO D EIEE X LT 5 L E 2 b b, IR
JHFE 5 TIINMHPERE LR R Z L7212, HFEEOBREDRO SN (K 8),
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x7 FEMERRICHTZECTHRDOLHEE (n=75)

CT Pk & KRS
JEFEREPUIE, R SUE 76 % 100 %
PAIJEE D BB 9.8 % 99.5 %
JHFEREAEE - IR 283 % 97.6 %
JIEL3EE J) P 5% 152 % 96.6 %
IR RE AL ARE 3 370 % 89.9 %
JOP % ) P T 2 o 24 272 % 89.3 %
IR J) P AR T8 533 % 87.0 %
JEFEAHS A1 4738 % 832 %
JEZE J) P 595 14 783 % 721 %
JELE N i 88.0 % 59.1 %
JJH 2 JIE 88.0 % 57.7 %

(SCHK 86 & D FIERGIH)

8 RMREMMEEADCTHRE (RMBEEX - BRAZ
BHA NS4 2013 £W5IH)
SUEESHETENSE S, HRRN R
a. HH CT CIIHFENE K & BENUE 2 388D %o MHEEPIIE IR
EL (%) 2R LTV,
b. YA F I v 7 CT BIRMTIZNHLEREIZIIH S 20 2
TR RITERD b (RHD . BRETM 2 MAT L7z,
MLRRAZ AL IS BREE |2 A 6 2 M T 2 5D 72,

4) MRI (magnetic resonance imaging) /MRCP (magnetic resonance cholangiopan-
creatography) (X9, 10)

Q 39. MRI/MRCP (324 EZEXDZEICER» ?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

MRI/MRCP (3 2 4IERXDEZHICERATH 5,
BERESHRETCEZHPIBREN TEVEES, RELMIET S, (HEE 2, LNILB)




102 BEVIE

H u

9 AMBEAMEEXRD MRIFIR
70 AR, AR A EINE K
MRI T 2 56314 (ssfse)o JLHEERFE MRCP Wifg (&%)
a: HENIIKETORALZRD L (KIH) . HEIIMAL, BERE (HBEH) 278D 5,
bt JEHGR IS CIZMBERE R 2B CH 5 (RED) . BT debris OHERIATERE 5 T S Tw
% (%)
¢ : MRCP Wif§, #%XIBEHH SN TS (KH),

10 2MREAMHEEXD MRIFIR
40 AR, 2R APEIREE g%
bR MRI M () MBRM (A
T s CT WU () MR (£2)
P I signal void Z#R®H 5 (I0f, &KHE).
JHEERE DI F M TH B (JF) .
R CT LR, 3 MRIDIE ) PBEO B REAESHBISHE SN T2, FRAOHMEED
MRIZSCT X DEENRTW5S,
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SRR OBRZ W L L CEBBEERAE (US) PETIADbNIREMETH 2205, MiBEOAFN, B
FHORBIZE > TRRTH 2 HARCHBIBER AR T X ) LEVEENDH S 2 &, F-BHMREROZR )
LW (0S)Y Zedd b7z, RBIIE L TER CT AL MRIRE S HEE SN L (CHMY,

MRI &, BESHREDE <, IHEDMAKSCBENIE, NRERE PO KEEZILOMIL AT, SHELED
S THS (SR, (£8).

SVENHEEIE T MRI b, REENER, BERIE, NHEERFEPH O SSREE 2L E T %o FFIC T 2 3REH iR T O peri-
cholecystic high signal IZ2MIREERDBRICHHTH S (SR)®, Pericholecystic high signal 1%, HHZEJE pH
AR TR N T 5. 72720, MR 2 &ECHKRIEAET % £ 9 %2Hif, pericholecys-
tic high signal & AT RZ 2T 2D THEEZET S (SR)7,

T AF Iy MRIOBIIRMTIEF 4 F 3 v 7 CT & FERICETENRSES TIEIHEERFE PRIT ISR G % 320
%o MRCP 3Rl 2\ wb 2 & 2 { £HEORMASWEETH ), JHERMFEH R (FIFFE R # XIS
DRI G 7% EDOWRE) BELTH B720, MiiEICHEH TH 5. F7- MRCP T3, FHZESE A, HH%E
BRI OMMED, US XY b RIFTHSE (09,

Tz, A ZIRNT (2012 4F) TIRAMEIRTESR D MRI Wi AE LK - J55E 85 % (95 % CT: 66 %—95 %) -
81 % (95 % CI:69-90 %) (MA)™ & RFAafkEr i &<z (49, 10, Bym)

Bl URL [http://www.igakutosho.co.jp/movie/movie 06.html] (Z.—H—%44 : igakutosho, 7$A7—F :19641212)
L2L, ZOXFNTIE 2000 SERTHE O 3RO T K — MFGED % W IGBEBIATZE 2 JCIC L2 TH 5 720,
BHOMREEBLMRE Y -7 2 225 L S BICREZRZHRES TSN %, MRI/MRCP T
BB TH L6 T, HEERELE, JHIERE PR R, HEEROMMIIEIFTHY, & MR
RCFHHTH DI EHFWEEN TS (09)7, BIIRFESR & DHERE R OERIZO VT MRI AT

H Do 15 MRI THHBEREILE & 7RO LR G A & NAUSHFRIE 92 % TR L L BHTE (09)Y,
CT LML, MRI T 2 {0 PRI REE 52 REOS VIR L |EShTwE (09)Y,
MRI/MRCP 32 2 b5 (CPG)™ & D ®, HWiggIZ o\ Tld MRI/MRCP A & il % %2 %0 L il -

Twb, LA L, MRI/MRCP Tld BUfF 2§ %2155 72O BEOEHFVPRTL I EBUHE R D,

SVENEIE 2 R T A IR SE B CIIREHER AN CH 5 2 L HE <, TN VR ) 7 4 DT
B EN B, 72 MRI RIS OEKHNEE (R—2AA—H =R ANLTHEZLZ L) dHATNRTYSEETIIH
FETERWiRE, USKRCT LHRTRRN— FUBEWRETH 5. MRI/MRCP 13 IEHE & ) T2 b
DHERI TR WG, 79 e X, HE3RE2 2 & Lz,

%8 MRIDSMEERICHT 52HEE

Wi SR SEBI L JERE LR
Hakansson® (2000) 94 88 % 89 %
Regan® (1998) 72 91 % 79 %

(SCHik 67 & 0 51H)

5) ERCP (endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography)

AMHELOBZWZDH DI ERCP IIARETH b o TIXHERHEM MR L LT, HEHAOD
A7) —==r7, JBEROBHOLEEZ B E L TL TN TWw7z2%, MRCP, drip infusion cholangio-
graphic—computed tomography (DIC-CT) 7% LOIEREN M TEORE, FMFHomEcL->T, %
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DEXIWALTETVS (0S)™, HEHRISHE LT, WHBENSELENIERFL F—Y2H 55
(CS)®, percutaneous transhepatic gallbladder drainage (PTGBD) <% percutaneous transhepatic gallblad-
der aspiration (PTGBA) D&M (09)Y, (C)'™ D LN>OH HHAE, WO NHER] (BREEES
JEKEFRRIZ & R REIFI 7 7 0 — FWEEBI R TN A ) 27 B2 &) ORI %> T b,

6) EUS (endoscopic ultrasonography)

HR T BN 2 5EAT 5 EUS I3 SIS X 20 lER 2R s L, HILENO T AR BHE DK
PSS ECRII D HEZ AT 5. RAEOTRK L, AMHEROZMENZIfrbhas 23R,
EBWICPT 2 T L F o W Z e BMNRBHNCH LT, AOURENIRE L ) BN TV 5. HEERG
DD FED N D b O DI EH PR TRAA A S WIERITH EUS TIEERI/MS AR S h
% (0S)' M, F BB E OEAB X OCEEEBOBEREBHICO I SRD (CS)'"Y, AN <
REHATTRETH 5%, RENTEHZHA5805 5%,

7) *°™Tc-hepatobiliary iminodiacetic acid (HIDA) scan

IrTe—HIDA (SRR, IR, Z LTy ey e MBI AT h, Y VE v LRtk
IR PRI S B, S P Te-HIDA % 72 HIDA scan 1& 1980 4E4% & 0 IHERBIK L TE L WS
NTEMERMAD 1> THS (EO)"™, |fg7a ba—ne LT, BREEAZRRIO 0% 1~305
X2 (blood flow phase) L, LI 14r8 &2 1 REHRGE 2 M D K9, %, ARZEL 30 /- F2 il &
N%7As, BEHERTIIEIED 2 VCIZEESRIHE L 22/AICE D, B S v, #ER 60 7 CIHEEN
S wis, SUERREE MG 2L TE 5, IEBERZ D L7012 4 KHEZOBIMIREZ MR 5
FRe 0 A RICHBE NV ARG T 5 HENDH S (E0)'™, HIDA scan O &M IHEE % o 2 Wi dk 13 &R
94 % (95 % CI 92-96 %), 4F5EE90 % (95 % CI 85-93 %) L EhTHBY (MA)Y, Z o HIZIEE

H A, MRUMRCP MAOZWREL VIS, LA L7%2%5 HIDA scan (3% % 15 5 72 @ O KR 252> 2>
5T L, MEREI»»SZ L, I BHAHT L, IAMPENILLENS, FUEBHICKE 261D 5
72, BHEMER~OFMIRENTHS (CPG)*,

AR R N e F 7 5 %) (4512 GA-EOB-DTPA #%38#]) % 272 contrast enhanced magnetic reso-
nance cholangiography (EOB-MRC) OFHMELHE X TH Y (09", *"Tc—HIDA scan & H~ T
B VIR R DT ShTw (C9)'Y,

8) DIC (drip infusion cholangiography), DIC-CT

DIC 133 — FiE#Al (€ 22 %) % AiEE L7z 30 40705 60 5012, Bl X Sl 3 5 2 & TR
EHEEZ W HULTE B LR T, 2o T IHE G Z U OME— D IHE R & L CathRgEs%, JHEE
HAOBMIHV SN TV, LAL, BHEEAMEL (C)'Y, o3 ShzEe8 ) 714 —DOREICE->TE
OFEHEIHNT VWD, —HEY 23 Y 54812 CT 28% 7 % DIC-CT 3O THRIF2a Y I A MB X
V2R A LTBY, $AZRTHERIC X 5B O ARRIRICAE N TH S (EO)'™, Ll
A 35 & [ BRI IEE PR ZE RN & 0 KR B O IHE A S W WR DS % F72 DIC-CT TIRE Y A
VN X BEEMA 08 ~ 34 % THHOLNSL (CS)'W, MHIL &V IHERA THER L ) RHMWOIED
i S BB MRCP 2MBIE & L5 7%, MRIMAEDTT & WG & 5 IS NHE T AT LS GFA 70 JJH & 350 1 hohs
VR YA, DIC-CT %3N b,
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5. &AM

Q 40. 2MEEROZEEFICERN 2 EY 5% H£(3 ? [Background Question]

SMBEEREDENIERTH S, £, GHICHEBINETH S,
ALEMOREMKRE (B - +2HBEE BBEERX SMERRLLE) tENEZET
%, HILBRERBICPRS T, LHEBX Fitz—Hugh—Curtis iEMEH & B D KB S5 %
BEY3, BREOGSHODOAEEOIZZATHEINETH S,

AMEAE & L COABER O R T, SYENFEROBEIZ3 ~10 % TH D (09)P2, AMEngEsR L &%
FF BAHMIE, TNTOL BRI TH ) Bk x 2B s ShTwa (E0)'™ 1 (CS)™ ), (#9),

SEIRERE OB RO EETH LA, FRFICHZEDIEAF L T REICHWET 2LEN D L, 2
JREFESR Tl b, AR FAZRRO 6N 505, SHRERSCIRE® L2 EoE 2RI, T - 1
WRM#E (ALP, y-GTP, AST, ALT) O LFRIIHETH 2.

B - TTEBEGOSEILAITIE, HM X BMERICTENED ABEDPRO LN WEERH Y, EHO-DIC
W VER BV SEA] (A DO T 574 2) 12X 2 LS RELR DL EC 2L EbH D (E0) Y,

F72, OHMESLTLMEDENIX, BMHEROERE LUTBY, LEMZEIZL2ENVSLETH S
(09)%, (CS)'™, APEMNFE IR Z B %M E LT, Fitz—Hugh-Curtis EBEREZ ML TH < 2
EHREETHL (EO)"Y, (CS". A RMEENG 2458 & L, #75 % 9 perihepatitis (IFEPI%) B X O
pelvic inflammatory disease (PID) Z/RIEHET, ML WA LEHBHEE BAICLIVBET LI EXNDHD, &
VEIREE R L 2 B 5 (B0, BEARE LTHERZ 7 IV T7HARIEN S, ik ELOBH
i, ELWIEA LK, BIEROEZFEIX 63 ~73 % Th b, FFIEBHITIIEENESE, AL, SMEBE
%, BHZERELBMEND 2 EDL v, MRS TRERBOFMIRE T 2 5 0HE b S5 A Ox
Lk (COMT, 72, FEIEDHITIIZRILRRHIL 4 L HE 2 IR L OBEH <, HFHICHALBITIIw %
APEINEE R SHERF OB HNIINEETH B (C)M,

SMEVENREE S TIE, HAREEREOEG X o TREEENITH ZAGASIBL 5, EHRHM X RIcBWThH kL
TRV R R & P o 72 B e T ARG R B0 Do SMBMERBERDEEDN BRI T, X v 7 VSR
TR, ek Lot de, WA, WEACE IR, DR, BRNEAE, SR & & ol
DLETH B (B0, (CS)"™, SHIZWNI I IBE AT, LUHEPEINSE % TR N SIEA R 5
N5HZENEMTHL (CS)™,

YR BEIRE R DB DN A6, Bk EAMEE»G RIEHARE T 5720, RERLWMER L OE
MALTETH S (Case report @ LLF CS)'#,
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®9 SMBRRXOERE

JIEL 3 3 s B
TRk IRE 5 Sk A gE
JEE 274 R KR 48
B2 s P ZE e
SRR g s T I 5 P 28
Jee A SRR I o1 M A
SRR AR, e
TR AL AE
JEe L - MR
JiF4¢ MM OPRE ROE, (OIiZE)
g3t igE e PR B RS
JFF it i
Fitz—Hugh - Curtis fi & #f fitige (4 F35E)
H - R s 9¢
SEE% WABR fir e B
Bk BRI 2 PRAEREA
[ I 17514 FaREE (H)
H Z oAl
WP REES (RERILANV=T) Wi O 23R DY)
LR I

(SCHk 110 ~ 115 & 0 7))

Q 41. AMBEERICEFEISES6L TV BEEE ? [Background Question]

SMIERKICIEREIEHL TVBEEIRI1~15%TH 5,
=EE T EEEOSHEEI SV,

APEINBESTIZ 1~ 15 % I\CIHFEm A D b s (CS)P,

60 LA LTI O A OFHED R 25 (88 %) (CS)™o —J5, MH#EHNE O LER S PEAE 13 98 ~
315 % L #HE STV AR (0S), (CS)™B 13 LB s % 4 0F L2 H3E T3, REIC X VIEOLE
TEBW W EE 72 & & 2%\ (0S)™, (CS)™# 1%,

LVEIRSE S % A0 L 22 IEEREBI 013 ) 2%, FEAPBIL D bEETH B (CS)'™, AthinaEs % 40k L7z
PR OMBT MR, 4E 4 M BT A HHH0~56 % LEKETHSH (09, (CS)HH#~19,

BT — T I RE WA X 2 JRIERE D L5 R E OB E A NREENE & oEMIcEHTH 2 (CS™, F 72,
EUS I, REABEOEEEE L 724 o — 28 M & ShTws (CS),

NHEEREIE B BT B IR DR ERI1E 39 ~ 50 % TH 5 (CS™, (0S)™, JHEHNIZ FLF—
Fa—T7EREL, EHBENHEEREEIC X 2 HMRZ 2179 &, BEERSREE (R 875 %, FFREE
920 %) TH5 (EO)™, 7z, MMERED 2 IZHR A S OWH L Z Tl sk vESR (RIE 923 %, 4
BIE100 %) 75 (09)™,
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JHiH CA19-9 ° CEA IZE2MEHERTHIHIER T &ML 2 0, SVEIHFES & I & o\ RIZ NI
ﬁ)ﬂ“(“tﬁb\ (OS)M(D, (CS)40>O

Q 42. AMETRELEZSE SN -EFPEERIICHEEL 15410, TE2E213Hh7?
[Background Question]

SMEER EBE SN EFPERREICEET 215801, HRIBEE, TEMBEEXR,
SMBEEROGH, REMMERR, BERFIL, £E2FZ13%, (LANILD)

B ZIER D0, RURICEEIRAEE S 2 2B & LT, IFEREELH 5 (C9)™, (M 11).
BRI, ISR ORI X 0 MR L, INFERE RN L% E L, BATHEZLEL T, &
PERRSESE & oW & MBI AN IR IS U, RSRIOE & FIT L 723581203, RIS F 55 2 e E L
W (C)M ARIRHE 236 BIOMES T, IR BT HAHTZ I OIEZEIE 89 % T, 345 % DIEHIAS,
W OMRFESR - IAIE & B SN BERFT R TIE 38 CULEDI N7 (205 %), WGBS MRA
PHEMT, OBEEER, QHEERENLE, ONHEE L HIER & MMt d 5\ TR & oFEMmft ok, @OIHED
EA ) F 7203 F R AU 2 T T o 72 (CS)™s

SUEMENEFE S, RO REICE EFE A &, BEREMIEE, MRS, IEEE ZABYH, K

GB

a. CT:REREQNE & AR (A), JHEERE B A b. MRI: T 2 i@ 425 1F 5 pericho-
I (B) lecystic high signal (4Fl), GB : H#%

c. FEARTGE @ HilEOBE & il
11 FESRBERE (OUBK 32 &V 5IA)
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a. CT M4 : JHFERE intraluminal flap % (%F1) % 3% b. CT Mt @ HEREOZSEIE (A), B X ONHLEH
D7 DOWARIEERG (B) %7z,

c. T« MR DTG % R0 72,
12 REMBEEX (SMBEERX - BRXZENAKNZ 12 2013 LW5(H)
IMAE 7 B 2 G PHEZ R L, o TRMZRRERE 7282 2 &A%\ SHEBEES L B S 7R
DRI SR L8 i, SUBMEINER b E 2 2 REHBOV LD TH S (E0)'Y,
NFERE D IRFE & b ) OUEME IR e e (M 12), RIL LRI R 2 &0 L 20a, SRS RE a0 LA
& R OB & v o ZEREIRO BB EA RO LG E0H S (CS)'Y,

Q 43. BERBREICLVEEHERERRCTIEMBER 222§ IBISEET IR ?
[Background Question]

RREOARELIEEPEDODHEKISERT 5,

Jeffrey & I 3BHATEIRTES 19 BIOWE A5, IHFEPIE OB IE 316 % (6 61) 12, IHFERE DAL 2 JLE
2474 % OB ZALN, WHEDALNLZDIEZ211% @6) THY, 579% (116 TIhH5DOWT
NPDOFRIBE SN L LTwd (CS)™, F7:44LICD T Forsberg &%, FALIEH 24 i & ez fLIER
PERREE S 21 B0 % F W 72T & 0 RILBIC B W TR R BEIE O FEE AR (3~ 20 mm, F3 7 mm, FE%E
BITIH2~13mm, FH53mm) bOD, HFRYEFREEOAZr-2LLTWD (CP, —,
Sood 5 ZMREEZEFLOEHEFT R L L COREDMZUIBHWLIC LV 2D 70 % (23 Bk 16 1) THiHTRE, —J5
CTTIZ78% (18BIF 146]) THo72&LTHY (05)7, HWEOURIIHEKTTLH0D, ZOBWIEH
Y OEBITHRETHL EEZONS (K13, 14),
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13 EEMERX (BMBEEX - BERZESA NS 122013 KVUEIA)
a. BEW  HEEREDHLE BEPIIZE 4D hypoechoic layer, 72 & WNIZF 7)) # il 5755, BH
PENHEE 2 & WiE§ 5 DX EETDH - 726
b. ¥4F3v 7 CT: HEEIERL, BEOBRELAD DD, —HTROWIZ (KH) & RBEENR
B (R R0 5. FRPICHAEE (k) 2380, BEETREEZ 215,

14 SEEMIERA (AMBEERX - BERZESA NS 122013 KVUEIA)
a. BEW  HENPEICER LS AMEERO D (KH),
JHEEREN R NI IS &5 RO D86, RIEMEHERZ ZET 5,
WHED A A TIEEIED R DN B DS, BENA A DY I B A 72 W 72 DR IERE 20 & 12 A 515 comet
tail artifact & OEINIEE T L LEND 5,
b. ML CT : JREDE AL, JHFERE (LHH) 7% 5 CICFNIEE D SRIREN (KH) ICHAZBD D,

Q 44. FHEHMBEROZEICED L S KEGZH P HEI LD H ?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

REMERROZEICITER CT 5V I3ER MRI PH#HREh 5, (#RE1, LANILC)

BUHMENFE 53 TG 13 O HfiE FEHE JEHE T AEE (Grade 1) SEHERTH Y, B OIS
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BIZORDVLERELBETH 5, WHMHEROF 43I v 7 CT TR, HEREOANELLE, JRPEERED L
WK (interrupted rim sign), JHZEJPHIRIGRRIEEE oA, MREENED 5 WVIZBEN O H A, NIEO R &
(intraluminal flap, intraluminal membrane), JRZEFEPIIEE % & TH 2 (0S)™, FEHESERETIZZ O X

) BBEOAHEE « WIAFT RGN S N2 2 2% (09)™ DIxt LT, #3¥ CT TIRIERED A K AT
HONTHE DRKIE T3 %, BEVERIHEE 95 % L i (09)'™, Hfg MRI TIXEEN OB H S I 7235
BDOIEZEE0 % & D (05" H 0, BWHBEEREOBN T LNb %2 5hb, 28NNk
LB STV BIER % B SIS IHRIRNT L7285 it IREEREDE AR D 5 WITHADFHETE vl
HOMHMENEAOIEDR, BE, HRERIZAZN2%, 882%, 100 % EHE SR TS (0S), —#
BV RE R R AT T A P AYD o & HIMVEEMATH S —FT, #% CT, #EE MRLIZIT A F2SHWR
HTH2 (E0O)"s LA L4dSBRTENERICBI 235 CT, 75 MRI OBWREIE & b ISR b
HEOFZWHEZ Lo TWwWh 720, FRICHEEROSGWIHERDSEED N 5 6 TldEx CT, & MRI OtifT 254
"TEINDE (K15),

X 15 FEMEZRRXO CT Eik
70 AL, iﬁ&lﬁfi%%ﬁ (S N3 )
453y 27 CT (a. WA, b B, c FrH)
Hidli CT CIZINEONE K & RFEREINE, IRZEAEI T ORI 2L %280 5 (K, ## CT (b, ¢) T
ZRFERE D ARG L — BRI RO B A D (KE)), BBEHEIRELEOETH S, HEHO—EMER
g (b), FFHiRBRR ORI AL 2320 (¢, REH), REOHELEIFEDON L,

Q 45. [IEMEZEROZEICEDL S LEGZH P HREIISZH ?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

TUEMERROZEICIE CT PRI h D, HRE1, LAILD)

SEVEMHIE S I M A AW LR & L, LS e TOOMENIRSE, PRV S, JERET A3

, WUAE 2 EBIE R EAHEEZ R L, MO TRMARRERE -85 2 e0% <, TG 13 Tl HEN
MRS (B 2 RITERT ) IS0 S hTwb (CPG)Y. LIETEIREE S D BT 121X IHEEREP D 4 A % IEFifE
A DZENEETH 5%, WHBEERECRE LI — & LTSN BN 213 LIZ LIZIHgEREC%
Wbz & 723 wanhk (PEaskk) ARZE & XBASHE L v, T 72 HEAR AR LB ZICA DN S 2 &8
HHMBENIED A LBENHT A RFIT 5 L BEETH LY, JEIHHEEERAE CIIIEM LR L Wike
Md %o CT TIEAH ANIIB 2 KB B AREIMA B3 7% VW 413-1000 HU) 2R L, I3 TREw
Lz n (CS)Y, (09", T/, BUEMIHFERIZD LIZLIZBAT A 2RO L ENH S (097, $72
MRI Tl # Z 1% signal void 73 (0S)" 2%, /D H A DOBRIIZZEH 3 RBED A5 CT 1285 5, L7z
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2o T, B CT BRIEMEMERDBMICE o L b AMERETH S L VR B B BIRIENIRE R 2 &
DEIHEDFI 21T ) 38R CT 2 EET 5 XETH5 (X16).

16 SUEMAEZRX D CT Eif
80 AU M, AMEMEINGE 5%
a: WM X MEE, ¥4F3Iv2 CT (b. HAMCT, c. FHIHM, d “PfgH)
Bl X MG B Ch FIEEICRE T A 2RO 5, JHENPE (%) EJHEBENOF A (5H)
Thbo
Bl CT TIZMHBRENIC A A 2RO, HENPEIZH AR EZRDOD (LK), HESIORE
FEAIRERD D (K. T TIBBRE T IS EEOW R 2RO, BELEoTWwS (%),
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6. EEEHEEE

TG18 /TG 13 AR REFEEHEELE
SESMEER (Grade )

SMBEERXDS L, UTOWThhrEF 554813 [EE] THh D,
- fBIRREE (KR—/X3I>=5ug/kg/min, LI /IL7 KL+ > OER)
- PIRHRREE (BHEE)
- IEREEERE= (Pa0, / FiO, FE< 300)
- BHEEREE (2R, HL<IE Cr>2.0mg/dL)
- FFHRERE=E (PT-INR > 1.5)*
- MEBREREE (M/MR< 107 /mm?3)*
FEFESMEERX (Grade II)
SMEBRBADS B, UTOWTh »E2EIBAIE [FEE] Th 3,
- BmEF > 18,000 / mm?
- BAEREBOA B EE RN
< JERHEIRE 72 BB EDERDESE ©
-BEELBAARMERRR (GEEMEER REFEBEEE, RS BETMHERERER TSEMESE
R EERETZAR)
BE2MBEER (Grade I)
SMEEBADS G, [hEE], [EE] OREZFELIHEVDHOE [EE] £7T5,
CRERZE, VRS, MBI O BE IOV TIRE 1 B,
SMEER EBWE, AL BICEEEHEREFAVWTEEEHTEET I,
FFMWABAEZERL -58, EEEHTEELZHVT 24 EEMAIC2BIEDEEE % H
EL, DUBIER, HTEEE)ET,

ik 1 £ v FIERB )
SRS TN, SMIRERDORRED S 96 R LINIZIT ) RETH S,
F1:ME2 L7 F = (>20mg/dL), PT-INR (> 15), /M (< 1075 /mm?) 7% Lol - B bl
3, BHEALS AL, PUBEEE T 2 EoRPIC XY, HERGYE & MERICREEEZRTGE DL, I
T, AR - BRI ) IR B E Z LB LN LT Y 23 %L, ohA4 K54 VIZBIFEERD RV,
KAA FTA4 VEGETIREZEERICB T 5 10t o R, S K - IBEEROFREEH e EHEICH 2> TUE, KR
ZFOLDICE L EEME, WEHEHOBEMEE L TR Y) 2L &hol
72720, EBUEASRE, FHESEICSMBERCIERE G0 L2120, IHMERBO 2 WA IR THEIZ
WET2BENLEH L EHhS, HELFIESEE L,
TG 13 SV O FEAEFEH E I T EHIRICBOWTANTH L L L DRI TRENTWSLZ NS, B
ET 52 E% L TGI8 OEIEFLHEILMEICRH T 5, 72721, HIE (Grade ) DIEFITIE, 708 —F % —

b T predictive factor ZHIE T 572012, WE VIV E ¥ ZILEHRETHNEST 2 LEXH 5.
1) SMERBREEEHTEERETOI T

AMEHERICBIT S [ERE] ORI T, T T, HEZLP, BIEEZLES, & L IEZEL - B
AU L7 REE ST E D SN T & 72 FENICIHERFT CRENHEAT, b L AXBIMIREDHEST S 5 & B

MREES - 2RIL% & 72§ ALIRMEIREE e SUEVE IR I8 & v o 729N RE & FOAE & B DU 5T & 720 FRESERH
T AR G WAL 7 EOWIRBMIETIT ) 2 L1d, WHRINANSE 225 2 & T, SRR O TS %)
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g2 bDTHo72 (C9Y, (09, 20, FHEAMMBESR L 1, BEAPHMEITINEHEEMLZSNT
RPN

LW A Fo4 >~ (20054F) (CPG)™ Ti&, MAEAMEMBESE, OMHBERE D 5 SR L (BEFEEN
Pege, ML) 2, QEELRIGOHE MR PARE, RS, FRElHE e, ks, SR InE
%, MIEEEIE) 29 b0, LEFRLZ. L L, ZORICEHSHIZERBRTA K54 > (TG 07)
(CPG)Y T3, MEarMeE 2 M) SRR RSB R L B RSN 20134EF A F 54 VETHIRE
H%£13 TG 13 0B HE kit (CPG)” 2 HAENTH T2 L& Lz,

L RIOYENZH 72 - T, Tokyo Guidelines EIRHATIX, TGI3 UKo Ty A2 &L, SR
KOBWHENE, FREEHEEREICHLTIE, 1940 RCT 28, 216 MO TEMM Lz, 2 LT, ®ENE
Bz 2016 4B AY — Lo TROOLHZE S &12, TG 13 2NN S OB Wik - FiE FEp @ S 12 1
T OMGEHRE 2 EOPE L7 LWL T Y 20K 2D LT, BREEICHT 2T Y Adehizy
%< nl, LA, WEEHEEECHT 2HEMEDZ CME STV I Ldbhorz (C9) Y, FiiE
FEHEREDRE L LT, A TPHREZTFUTLIODOLE LTHMTH S E VI HE (€)Y %, HKHEK K
FMBATH R L EHBT 2 L OWED D722 (CS)"”, —HT, Grade MTHIETHIILL, PlidbkL T
LR AVEWIRELH-72 (C™MY, 2512, Endo HIFHA - ABEEKFENE TV 227 FOF—
5 & HVCTEERNNIC X 2 FhE (Grade 1) JEBIOMN 217V, #i7z2ERist 2 RLTw2 (CS)"Y,
2006 4£® Tokyo Consensus Meeting (2B Wi, AVEHFEROFHITHI L TEL v O O EHE R & Rk
BRIV AEGTFEEBRETSEDOTHY, Grade I (FhE) OBMEIRFERIIBIRAEEZ L EMITEEL RIT
FHEBI % Grade M & §XE 2 &) ifamd 2 SNEFEEH EREPRE I NI LIZFEZREISH L. 4
FOWENZBVWTIE, SNETOIET Y ABEEZ, TGI8 & LTED X)) gkt - Hii i e fL 12
FTARE PR L7,

Q 46. TG13 2 MBERREFEEHTEESL TGI8 ICAWVWS L2 #RTEIH?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

TG13 AMBEEXEEHTETEEICH T IEESMBER (Grade 1) (FEBEZICL 22
BEREZZ-L, £HTFRICEZEI DD, TGISZMHEBREBEEHEEAEIL, FEFA
BEOETHEALIBEL LT TG 18 AMBERRDLMERL L THRET 3,
(#2ZE 1, LANILC)

(HE © S A NEE 1S, IR I TV vds, 2oL D Y, B4 RIS IHE % 0F%
THRNDD B 720, FREPEHERNEE OV CHHIi§ 2 2 L 32 0GMEE PS5 2 EATHETH %)
TG 13 FREHEH E A BV 2 EIEAMRES (Grade ) &, WEALH LD 2MWIHELTH Y, KIS
Yo TIRETBBRETHBELED LREARMELTH L EERINTVDS (CPG)Ys LoT, TIEANM
BTRIIEGTHRICHETIRNTH S 72721, 2MEMBEAOLTHRIT 1 %RELEL (CS)7, (CPG)™
WE T, EBERIIZE R 2BV T EEE L FHROMBEAE SR v W) EESHE S Tw (CS)
230 UL, ZAMEEEOFHRTFIICHT AT VAT 4 v 2 BURSHIC L 5T, TG 13 B B & 413 A
BB O FMH T Th 5 2 L2 Shz (€)Y F72, 5000 Bl% 8 2 A IEFIHEFFEIC BT Grade T
X Grade I, TXVdPHRIPARICASLIENHEEAEZ D> TRENE (CS)Ys 0 EHIZ, TG13AMENH
BROBRIEHEILER, AGTPHREPHT2RTE LCGHISATw 5,
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EBE BT B\ Tid TG 13 T B @ S CHFEFESH VT L, FERHEPARICRELS 25 204D
MSCTHE SNTW» 5 (CS)10 T BIBIRBY - (3 10),

72, WEPESE T NBEER AR 2> S BT AN ORBATERICOWTIL, FREEDSEWIT L, JEIPEEE T THEER k2
5 BIRBER AT IR E R S S L2 SN Tw b (CS)N0 B (% 11).

T A A SO TIE, SERMHTIC L > T TG 13 EiE EEH e F XA B H ¥ & FERATICH L T inde-
pendent predictor 72 & HE SN TWSE (C)Y, F72, FTIRENSEWVIIE, SIHENFZICL VI LGS
NTw2 (€)Y M OMEREIZE L T Grade IIIE L THEICE 52 2 LD SR Twa (C9)W,
(#%12),

MBI AZBI U TId, ERERED RV &, i BT R %R It sk i B 0D 8 \ SR JTH 48 4 R0 SR 178 TH 48
RELOHERIIR D I EPWEEATVD (C9Y

IS 2 WS HARD S DG Lk wads, EREESS VI EEREFAEICHE 25 2 LS
nTws (€9,

R A 551 7= 70 2V IR 25 O scoring system DIRED D - 72 (CS)™, L& RN A S X 7=
independent risk factor & L CTHiH & 7= sex, age, BMI, ASA score, recurrent colics, gallbladder wall
thickness, WBC, CRP ® 8 H-F-CTHiR S, ThozmBdbl, BH9MORAITY ¥ 7Y A7 AT, 7xibl
EASESE (Grade ) &RESNTze ORI, Tl & ICU ARO T, fEBEHEEHBAH 57255, com-
plication % conversion rate LM L Zd o7zt MG SN Tnw5E, 72, 4 ¥V 7% 513 gangrenous chole-
cystitis & phlegmonous cholecystitis % TAE & 9 % HIEAVEHFE SR OZWRAELHE S, 25 51 fever >
38 C, distention of gallbladder wall edema, preoperative adverse events ® 4 N THEEK I N T35 (CS)™,
Bl b 2RTFPHEOEA IS 549 % (95 % CI: 44.1-652 %), HFEE)E 812 % (95 % CI: 754—
859 %), H% L IHFAFHEDOHEEITIE, KEE 159 % (95 % C1:95-253 %), FFFEE 986 % (95 %
CI:959-995 %) LMEEINT VD, FICRBENZ2D0DH8 4 T4 »Th EEEEHEEE IR S I
Twaw (CPG)™, TG 13 FHAEHEF @ IEHE T Grade I & HE S W TH PR THETH2 LI Wb H 5
2% (CS™M, TG 13 DA KEHI & S 3 TATHES JE 2 3T 2 DT R\ SO XD TS B OB #%
bEOLEREEHEREZERL T DTHNI, 4k £ OERNEERE L2 KBBE L BEESLEIZ R 5
bDEEZ Do

D EHITG 13 ORI R EAE R @ I8 I1L, £ ORCTHGEDY 2 Sh, Ha Pk, EFEHEK 5
JERATE, BERBEZEVEEEEARICHELTEY, ERRICBVWTHHLZERETHL LEZ LMD, iRk
LT, TGI8 DRI HEFEEEH eI L LTH WD Z L 23T 5,
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K10 HEELERASK

WEH EOERIEK Grade I Grade I Grade TI

Cheng " ais 2014 103 73 =35 92 + 39 152 + 85 P<0.05
Kamalapurkar*  +—2 3107 2015 84 5 (4~38) 12 8~16)  P<0.001
Wright'* T XY A 2015 445 3 (1~16) 4 (1~33) 7 (1~ 60) P<0.001
Ambe '8 KA 2015 138 6.0 = 27 78 =33 104 + 61 P=0.02
Amirthalingam 2** Yy #HE—L 2016 149 446 (2~14) 624(1~41) 931(3~21) P<0001
Hayasaki " HA 2016 171 43 + 25 110 = 116 208 135  P<0001
SPIgAE R H 8+ R 7 (TR 20 2> SFIERG 1)

o (REBH), Y ANRfEREH B T ROuE (PUSTAZAERH)

x 11 EREFETHEEREN S SHEFHAOBITE

WsH i OERIERL Grade I Grade I Grade TI

Asai ™ HA 2014 225 Z 6/. 718/05) 258/ 51;?) (20/ ;} ) P=0.0279
Kamalapurkar™ +—2Z+F5U7 2015 84 1(1/.76(;)) ?1/6.274%) P=0.006
Wright'” TAYD 2015 445 z; 09;)) 25/ 613/3) (‘23/4 16%) P=0.001
Ambe " FA 2015 138 ? 6/. 37;)) ‘? 1/ 523% ) (‘23/4 16%) P=0.001
Amirthalingam? ¥ ¥ #HE—L 2016 149 ? 2/. 4812) i’ 1/229%) (20/ ;)6) P=003

(STHik 20 2> SFERT 1)

xK12 EBEEELAHHE

WisHE i SEBI Grade 1 Grade 1I Grade TI

Cheng " B 2014 103 ?9/ 73(1%)) 22/825%) 9(4/5 i)o%) P<0.05
Wright'” TAYD 2015 445 1(12/. 913/3) ?3/ 112/3) l(f 1/. 11;07) P=0003
Ambe Fa W05 138 is/.ﬁx)) ?1/5.323%> 1(i6/.22;) p=ool

(3CHK 20 2 S HIERG 1)
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Q 47. AMERROEEEHFEICHEWVT, EEEIZEALKEERTON,?
[Background Question]

EESMBRRE R, BEEFICLI225EREELL, Bk - BREELEOEPEE
ERIHIMBRRTH S,

FRIELT, RRBEREETPNLF—C2RBITLAThIEESICERERIETAMBER
RTH B,

SVEIRFESEDOIE LA 1 %AW T, L TPREETH S,

BRI T 2 PRARFFREEFH 2z PN 2R FOIHE S T0D (£13),

2000 4ELAREICHS SN2 FRARKNT-L LCid, HILEREE (0S)™, (CS)™* ™% ALP k5 (0S)'",
(CS)™1% AR fy (CS)' %1% IR (CS)' Y, B (CS)"™, ABtmiEh (0S)™ 7% L2 ST
Who 7z, BHEWHE LOMEREDOILE (CS)'? 2, WIAEE (09" 7% L OmifgHT L #iE s hTw
5o WERDOHWEDH D AST, ALT, LDH, RFEFHK (BUN), MiG7 L7 F =23 z#MmEL LT
3D %oz

EB A4 K54~ Tdh b Tokyo Guidelines for the Management of Acute Cholangitis and Cholecystitis
(TG 07) (CPG)” Ti&, APk L BRI, Baskis (EBR4, iR, IPlREaeRas, ik
REsE, WFRERRREE, MERERY) 2O DO EELHEL, TG 13 (CPG)?Y IZBVTH ZDREICKE
EALIZ 2o

SEEHTEREDHERF, G5VICEZTOREEMFICEALT

TEBRRE S, rPRCRRR R (RGRBES), WPURREREREE, EREREREE, MR SEE 1L, sequential organ fail-
ure assessment (SOFA) 27 o—#ZRHA L, FHEHBIZBT 2 HEMEME 2801 2hEs L7,

SOFA 2 a7, W, &EE, I, 9685 PisiE, O 6HHT, £0~4 I TO5RBICHEREL
FA Y MELIER S L O MBORNTHEEEEZXLT 500 TH S (09)'Y, FMHBOEMIEA Ny N4
A FDONV—F 2T =7 THhrORBINIZEHETE 2720, SHOZAMEIRE % - B3R O BERE G T H SOFA
2a7 D% 2 U EOREESEIC [HIE] ZERL .

M BENREE 721 Cld e <, AR B L I L - TIE MG T %5 APACHE 1 (acute physi-
ology and chronic health evaluation) 237 %&b HA7%% (09)'", ZH 5 TOEAEEIZFFMTX %
YOO, FlEEH OB ERE T EEEFGATE %\,

SHRERTIEHEZME) 0%, B EOIREL LT, SOFA 2 a7 (MFHGERE 2 =Rt
YLK » 20 ~59mg/dL) 1Z#Y TRV, BT 2R EOREL PT-INR (>15) & L7A, Th
FAMERFAS (acute liver failure) OFBWiFEHE (0S)" 2B L7z,

HJE (Grade ) O¥ERITIX, 7T —F ¥ — b T predictive factor ZH|ETH7-012, BEV VY V2K
BETHNET 2 LELFHS (CPG)™,
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®13 SMERROTFEFRETF

TRARRET Heife - JLAEAR SCHK

[ENiiEEEE 2 15, 33, 34, 150, 157, 158, 159, 166
> 20,000 /mm* 35, 36
= 15,000 /mm’° 160

> 14,900 /mm* 161
> 13,000 /mm* 162

3
st 19

TINVAHVERAT 77—+ (ALP) 37, 38, 39, 159, 164, 165
A iy > 26 % 166

> 45 7% 162

> 60 7% 163
B BRI 159, 160, 161
UL 160, 162
RSP > 90 4 162
JH#FERE > 45 mm 162
JPF 2 ] L A B 159
FNEAE HL 164
ABEDEN 157
TI2YTI) NI YAT2T—¥ (ALT) 35, 37, 38
TANGE VBT I ) VT VAT 2T—+E (AST) 35, 39
wWEYILE ¥ 35, 37, 38, 39
FLERB K FEREF (LDH) 35
PT WA LE 37, 39
K7 V7 3 Ve 39
RF#E%EF (BUN) 35
migs vrs=v 35
7TIg—¥ 35, 39

(CHk1 &9 351H)

Q 48. AMBERRKOEBEEHITEICHIVT, hHFELREALKEEZTTON,?
[Background Question]

BREFICEBE->TOEVY, TOBKRESHY, ERLEMEHEZFY, EXHICHE
BRHMTPEZENL -V 2IThh B3 NERKETH B,
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Q 49. SMHBETBREBMINT, PHEECHET S -DDFRRIIAH ?
[Background Question]

AL, A LESREREEEEME, REDL S 72 RELU EOERER, RELBARIE
FRGEEDEFIH2ENDEHEELET B,

TG 07 TREHEREDO Y EH H I H MR D EARHGIT 2R ELTBY, TETF Y A2 HALEREIL R >
Tw2 (CPG)Ys TG 13 Tld, #7ziaT¥F ¥ AThHHERN, Fih, vl Ty 2%
DT EZHMAANLPE ) PERFT L7722, MBI ET 2252050 TE WO HERT L LTHRASh
Idrotz (09)Y,

BHE R RFTSSET R & LB E AR MG CT oG i 1, THZER PRI, BFR% (X 17), HH3E
PRACT o —dk, HREENRED AL, IREREO AL INE, HEREOMEE R EICEHTRETH D, F72,
NREENIED B W IFBEN D A A%, IREEEOE AR, HEEEE (K18, 19) 2L b EHITRETH S,

17 ERARRE - FIRE (SMEER - BRALEHA 7122013 LUFIA)
a. HEWE - HERENLIE & BERERE OANWIRL, WO T 7)) o= 2R TEEICHES 2 IR R S
nNTwb,
b. 453y 7 CT : L O E NI HFERE & 28§ 5 IR 2 780 % .
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18 FEFHEREREL 1
a. ¥4+ 37 CT: FHHEREMICEKE RS, BEOMERY: (KH) ZffoTwb,
b. ¥4 F 37 CT : MEREE & RIS (RED) 230 %,
19 FEFHEREmE% 2
a FAF3Iv s CT - IREH P OWAER & BEREO MR (KR 205,
b. ¥4+ 3y 27 CT I - INEFEFAOEAKER (KHH) 2205,
5| 3k

1) Yokoe M, Takada T, Strasberg SM, Solomkin JS, Mayumi T, Gomi H, et al. New diagnostic criteria and severity
assessment of acute cholecystitis in revised Tokyo Guidelines. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2012 ; 19 : 578 —585.
(0S)

2) Yokoe M, Takada T, Strasberg SM, Solomkin JS, Mayumi T, Gomi H, et al. TG13 diagnostic criteria and severi-
ty grading of acute cholecystitis (with videos). ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2013 ; 20 : 35-46. (CPG)

3) Hirota M, Takada T, Kawarada Y, Nimura Y, Miura F, Hirata K, et al. Diagnostic criteria and severity assess-
ment of acute cholecystitis : Tokyo Guidelines. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Surg 2007 ; 14 : 78—82. (CPG)
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24 : 307-309. (CPG)
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BEHE S - SRR O BFBHRICB T, PIHEBRIEEMTDH 5. Tokyo Guidelines 2018 (TG 18)
(&, e S & O ER BSR4 - SRR O BRI L L CEY PRS2 ST 50 JHIKEE
WA FE S NLHOMIEHIE L L THY IR ELIRENT WS, PIHEIL, £7 7281, TGI8 D&
FEFEIZIS U CHEIE DS FOR SN T 5 TURIEMED MBLE 721385 2RI VT, FHlo 7 > 754
%2 5k antibiogram (&ZM/$% — V) 2HICE=S—L, 7y 7F— b2 L3BOTHMNTH S, H
BEAMEEMEHBIOMEEOT 1 - T2 A L= a v EPRHEOTILEER EOEERREICBVWTEETH
%o TG18 Tix, BMEMHE %K - QR OVHEBRHRICH LT, WHRUNMOY A 7= T4 v 7 L2 =%
7ZWmEs N, 72, TG18 T, f##%nMy ERCP (endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography) &
BROFBife 53R S e vz, FHHAEIR S,

TG 13 21N % - THEEROPIH %GR (Clinical practice guidelines : BUF CPG)Y 1%, A% - Atk
RS DEBEBIAT A F 74 ¥ ThY, ZOEPOBHERG L FRIZL Ea—ShYEI S hiz (CPG)° %
AEEE, TG 18 SRS % - HERDOHIRERIRICO VTS %o

TG 18 PR %8 - R R OPIRIRHITB VT, FHER DB & O IER RAVHI T % £ COMWER
W UNEHRE EFRT Do HRBEY B X DRSS IERS RSB, PUR SR R 2 820 & U 7o RaBin i
HICEL T LUEDP DD, TGI8 A FI A4 Y AMIHE K - RERZOKFEEHRTIE, ZoTuktrxzeT 1 -
IAHV—Ya v EERTS (CPG),

1. SIEROEE

SR - BEIREERIE, R R TEU BRI D RS, WELEBMAKETH 5. TG13
A RTA Y TIE, BFIEEZERLZ. RFrORBENTET, 30 HAETHRIZL, TG 13 HAERHE T, Grade I,
I, MTENFN24%, 47 %, 84 %Tdh 7> (Observational study : LLTF OS)¥s BMiEE 3 v 7 &
FTId, Y RBIRE RS LB DR S A BEDRH S (CPG)". TDIFhRaMIsiEUN O BE D
B Zid, Witk 6 R LDINICHIAE 2353 5, SR % - SRR I BT 2Pt O £ HIY
(&, EGEOWIELESUL & RO RIELZ IR 5 2 &, RN, W, RGO Tl &gz PR+ 5 2
L, IS i A2 L THhDH (Expert opinion : BLF EO)?s

PZELZHED FLF—2 (BGET Y Pa—v EIER) 13, BREROEZOEROHBLTH % &l
ENTHED (E0)?, 2MIHEROBREERICL T, 2MEEROBFNBATE L, FERN2THICX
HIE R LF— VL % (EO)'"”. Boey and Way 13 99 ADZMWMERDOBHE L HAHMEIILE 2 —
L, 2095 % 53 %D BETHRIEIEHRIC BRIFICL L7 BF IR ZIEE F L — I ifr s h/i-2 &
ZWELTVWS (B0,

SEMHEIETIE, PURCEORENS, HERERE LWRBAEMIZX 2, RYUTHEHETRVWES (H50wid, TGI8 HE
FERESTH Grade T (CPG)Y o fE) Tid, MWEABE, MEEEIEAET 22ELTLOWHETR V. 20
L9 BHETIE, PUREE, PP, O DIERIET T2 2 2T 5 HORENI 2 50 WES S HI2H
T L7, WA, BEEE TR, SRS H 5 EFTIE, RERGRENTSH ), PiHE
THRESIHBERS Y F THERE S 5 4% %% 5 (Randomized controlled trial : BLF RCT)",
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2- lm\lb\I*E.j Dtx

PubMed, Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials (CENTRAL), Cochrane Database of System-
atic Reviews (CDSR) Z M\ 20104F 1 HA5 2016 4F 12 HE CTY AT T4 v 7 L a—%{71o72, TXCT
OHkIE, & M AT, “Acute cholangitis” AND “Antibiotics OR Antimicrobial therapy,” and “Acute
cholecystitis” AND “Antibiotics OR Antimicrobial therapy” ®F—7 — FTHZE L7z, W SN2 0mkix
& 52 “Clinical trials” and “Randomized trials” T, #9#AA 7, TG07 (CPG)®™, TG13 (CPG)" 125l
HL7z@mLblea—shAA FIA4 VWETISHE Sz,

HSENFEOIERICIZ, GRADE ¥ 25 4 ™% FIH & h, Tokyo Guidelines Kl ZHEZRHAICL Y I v+
AN S N7z, GRADE &, Grades of Recommendation Assessment, Development, and Evaluation ®
WCThHHo TGI8IZHBWTIE, MILEIHEILEL 1 (3R, HEIE 2(55) 1o Bish7z, TET7F Y 20K
Hv (LAVA), HEEEE (LY B), e (LAY C), BRIy (LA D) TEHili S 7z, TG18 T
BCRBENLLRIEZ )V =H )V - 7 2 XF 3 Y OETHH SNz,

. BMBEER - BRROBEYF

JHE 2 SIS NAMAEWI L CMSNTEY, £1, 2138F (09Y, (CPG)™™Y, (09)" ¥, %k
KBEAFZE (0S)Y 1%, BB ROES, MEWHEIIOWT 2017 FEICHE, BEINZ, SOXFF4T
i, ok bMIMBENE A > 7201E TG13 (CPG)Y © EOESENE (Grade I, T, II) 2B \WTdH Esche-
richia coli (E. coli) RKEGHTH - 720

x1 SMEIEERES ORTHREE

JIE53 il SrEER OFE (%)
77 NEVER

Escherichia coli 31 ~44
Kilebsiella spp. 9~20
Pseudomonas spp. 05~19
Enterobacter spp. 5~9

Acinetobacter spp. -
Citrobacter spp. -
75 L

Enterococcus spp. 3~ 34

Streptococcus spp. 2~10

Staphylococcus spp. 0*

SR T 4~ 20

Z DAt -

(Tokyo Guidelines 2013 (TG 13) %1 X hi3H ")

- Xk 8 A5 D7 — # 1 Tokyo Guidelines 2018 (TG 18) IZ#i& Sz,
CRKOFT—1E, LW, 13, 14, 17~ 24, 27 X Y il

*Salvador & ' & DL O TIN5 13778 S T 215, Sung

5 X AUIE JIC X B WILIE TUd 36 %2> 5 0B S, Tl e s
2%, PERBEREHNT4 % LM STV,
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x2 BEERPECLZEMEDSBHEE

JIHIE G & B T LE

M2 & D53 BER g™ P 3 B P kg™
77 NEVETR BEE (%) BEE (%)
Escherichia coli 35~ 62 23
Klebsiella spp. 12 ~ 28 16
Pseudomonas spp. 4~14 17
Enterobacter spp. 2~7 7
Acinetobacter spp. 3 7
Citrobacter spp. 2~6 5
77 LBk

Enterococcus spp. 10 ~ 23 20
Streptococcus spp. 6~9 5
Staphylococcus spp. 2 4
TS B 1 2
Z oA 17 11

(Tokyo Guidelines 2013 (TG 13) %2 X 5 "Y)
- CHk 8 225 D7 — # 1 Tokyo Guidelines 2018 (TG 18) k& Sz,
CFROF—FIE, SCHKS, 25~ 27, 29 X VR
FICHK S, 25~ 27, 29 X b 4EE
WK 29 X b SRR

4. 77 LEEMIEE O ESBL (extended—spectrum beta—lactamase)
BLODIVNIRZT—EEER OB TOEZLZE (prevalence)

PURSIRIRIE, WIROT v FNA X 7T A (BZW RS — ) ITRCIKIET 5o BENHE R o B S
2, T RIEO N EROBE B L TW 2 2 e 2k G S hTw s (09)23 % (CPG)™, ##i2
ESBL BEAEH, HUNNAS =V (B, A5 UR—F 527 5<v—¥, FAFUR—FF753—¥) FJ
AREPERE (09)® %13, At g - IRFE% % & IR O B ORHEOMIIAER IR E LS x
BlELTWwS (CPG)™,

PUHIE D MM AR R RINT BB, JRIEEG DS OMRA & 0 ESBL JEAER, 7V SRA < —LHEAR O
FERICHEET HLEND 2, RO N6 iz EEf & ak— MFETIE, BHROKBHED ) b,
167 %S ESBL AR ThH o722 L2 HELTWwD (0S)",

L2 L, ESBL EAEROEIGE, MM L ICH E-THEY, 312%0 K4 Vo 25k (05)™, 70 % 0w
DRFEEEL v 7 — (09", 66 %D A4 ¥ FORFHBE (09)7 L#HEDDH 2o 7NN R NHHER O &R
B LTSS, BICAMIRE % - EREOBFICBLTIZITE A LHEN 2\ BED S OME
T, WA S S 2 T 376 MR 13 8k (35 %) LA H B (0S)W,

Tokyo Guidelines 2018 (TG 18) &, SAPEIHE % - HEROERZEST A K54 2 THY, RIIHHEED
2 AN EY R PR EZBRL TV b, £31d, YAFYTFA v 7 LE2—Sh72LHB X U To-
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kyo Guidelines E]RZE AR ICBWTHIFII N/ TOEOAFIZOWTIRITA FI4 VWENZHY, FKE
BETHHLVWIEFT Y AFAD SN e o 72720 TG 13 Zikki L T 5, %3 (CPG)Y i iiEs L O
PR 7 B RS 2% - IR R 0 B OB B 2 IR 2 /I L T 5,

WIROT > FNAF T T2 %EZ Y — LERERT L L%, BRBITRIIZ %5 2 &% SRR 2GR
AP T L2720 IIIMODTEETH S, TG18 TlF, Khtiax DM AEMRAREDNHEEGDB L O DM
&G % & O RGO PURERI 7 — & Z BN TIREET 5 2 L 23T 5, DL, WEFRD20 %2R T
WA, TR T 2 AR BIG T A 2 L 2 HENET 5 (CPG)Ys © % U LR 2 )i i o B
B s S AHE U 72 G A HEXE T 20 JRICT ¥ ) ¥ - AT 7 Ak, BESETER DT80 % UL Lo Ml Tl
HHTE& 2%, HROL L OB TIRIEZEROKTARE SN T VL, TYEZY ¥ - AT & A, &
SZVEASHIB L CTh & ilila e F 72 I 3EME RS L LTI 2 5T & 5,
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x3 SMBEEX -

FERROERHEE HMEXEOTBIEIHEREIBELZRTENOTIELELY)

il BE R Rk °

BIEE Grade I Grade I Grade II ®
sk
REVYYIANANIF D - TVES) IR I A ERTI) S TRI I N BRI IR H L ER
RERIA L V0 (2F Y v ST) )iy (VYY) TYN Y (VYY) vy (e
LT 20 %L E0G, |

PHESEL 20w
€T7FUA ETTVNY (2T7AY T MUTEFV Y (B T 2EL (RFY kT EL (RFY
RV R% Vor T FT A (% T4 or kT I FY ¥—24%) or ¥—2%) or 7%
WARELT Y AR O or k748 (A (25745 ) or 2 | X758 VYA (RF  YVL (EFVY)

/1 V23~ % | Ertapenem . Ertapenem A INRFALTTR A INRFLTTR
AAREHA | SFy (FRFLY) sFy (FrFaY)
LT | for ATWANAL (AW ior ATNRAKL (21
by )
or FUNRAKL (74 ior FUNRL (74
=Ny 2 2 =8y 7 2"
EIN Y AR L HFEz L TARMVAFL (T TAMLAFA (T
LHEAIEAR | RN RSN
LT | L EAPRZSV - E X RSV =
(TAAREDE (T A A R
—a=¥%/  y7uryuxHyr (¥7  vyravaxHrr (V7

BN

KL

XA (2957450
ort7 b THFY Y (1
74 or

ETRAEV—L (T XY
U™ or THEF LT
(7= v ®)e
CANNT I L T FRT
LY (AT V) ‘

| oxHr®) or LER7TF
Yy (77Ev D)

LorSX 7 EH YL (%
YA =X b=y
V(T AR Fa®)d ‘
CEFXTVT7OFRHT Y (TN
oz A®)

T7zEL (vFYE-L4Y)

CARY YY)

LEAPO=FY = (T A

PN D@};)d

LY (AT YY)

M ECE AR

%or”f?ﬂ#"ﬂ“‘/‘/ (/\“%
VAT £xpEZF Y-

V(TR A PE®)?

oy s A®)

ANNTF N 2T FRT |

o ") or LARTTF

%#v7u#&vy(7N§

%
lor k7475 (7r—iork 74T T

(T =Ry

{or 74T T
(77 =AY T
Pz A ba=Fv—n

| cefuroxime® or £7FTVVL (T A bO=FY = (7% 2 pu®)d
EAPR=FY— (TR ) (7R AT
i)( ]\D"\R))d

(Tokyo Guideline 2013 (TG 13) Table 3 & Y &eZ51H V)

A PR FY— L OBRIEHE (754 ba®) BBEBRARZEN, EFy7udHyy (7Y 7 2% 3I0EK
B 10 L CIGEISRRB TH 205, kMBS, KEW, 2V 7y, Jurdy X, 2r57uny -8
J6Adh %o Cefuroxime, Ertapenem (& EINAR KL,

a:NvaATAT Y GEBANYaITAT YY), FTITA Ty (Fa¥ YY) 13 grade O HEYE b B [ 8 & e
BV TR LCHERT 5, VAV F (FA Ky 72 2%, ¥ 7 <43y (Fa283 0% 13ERY
WEGZBW T VRE Ny a~< A ¥ VIFEBERE) 2B L TWaA5E8, Nra~xA Y VICL 26EERS %Y
%, b L IMiRE - Mz 3\ T VRE 25947 LTV A3 5o

b lZEALEDRBHIEANNY &5 - 72 EY ) VIH LTHETH VKO T4 B I 4 »hoiphan ®Y,

MO EZ WY = (TUFNAF T T L) BEBLTCHATALEND S,

d: PR MER OB 23/ (X vu=F V=, 7)< 4 20y IBEEEGWAEIITbILTw b E 1S
FTho AVWNRILRE, FINII L ERTYY Y (VYU ZAWNTIL-TYEVY Y (2FV ¥ SY),
LIRS =N (T AZIYY), guEFET (AR UY), ANMNZ YL kT ARTV Y (AT LY
LEBETH Do 7275L, 2V ¥<A4 Yy (53 S®) 1T LT Bacteroides J& D% DS PE %R LT 5,

e: INAuF)ay REIGHANEETHLLEP LT 7 F AEIIHLTT LVF—5H 556 12H#ET 5,

o
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5. 7UZANI AF3>

PRI, BRBEBICEERVWZ ) AV T 2 AF 3 v BIOPFNAORK LRI EHERICRT. TG13®
Q61, Q621F, TGI8 IZHEEIZHI Xk < (CPG)Y,

Q 50. SMBEER - SMBEERXOEREZEET A -OICIIEDEL S ICHREFZFEMTNEH?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

(RBTiEE)

oJETIEEKREIL, EDLILLEICHERITTITHhINETHD, [HERR TS,
Grade I ZRE TN TDEFI THRRMINBINETHD, (HEE1, LNILC)
oJEFRYIBRDREICHE S N ET M (FFL, KIE BEHOBE) FEERELZITI.
ZE2 LAJD)

(M &EE)

o T HIJE T Grade I IR K T L2F(ICIFMAIEFEHREI OV, (HEE2, LANILD)

R 2 FET 5 C EFHBRYYEGRROE—RTH 5, HHFEOREEERE, 2MHERTIE 28 ~93 %
(0972 (CPG)™™W, ZMEIHFES TIX 20 ~ 54 % L HE SN TWD (CPG)PY, (0S)7 ™, Ff o
TTG 07 OFWHEHEE FH V7R TIE, IR 2B PESIENHAE K OREB]TIZ 67 % (66 / 98H1) Tdh > 7273,
FERGEZBITIE 33 % (32/9801) Th-o72 (09 £ 1IZEVENE KGR B2 S 15 & W7z — 9 7o M %
Yo MHAS 9% Bk FE B TR I O 8RB 21T ) N&E TH %o

— T, B SAERITIE 21 ~ 71 % TR L 25 2 MR TWE (CPO)Y, D&
PENRE % DOL FEik B ZE Tk, TG13 OERESE Grade 1, I, MOEHET, MEIHEOHERIE, The
N 342 %, 214 %, 495 % TH o7z (09)Y, AVMERICBVTIE, AMIEER I Y SHEERIMEL, Bx%
20 4EMICBVT, 77~ 158 % EME SN TS (09)5%, F 2 ITHICHOEIC % » THIE S 7zl E G
SrBER 2R (0S)%P

SVENHE EGSE (B U 2 MR O A HECB§ 2 BRIIRIEZ L, —HT, HUREETLE1T5 238
1, MAEMORERES X CEZERERL, HOWAIRAZFMTRETHLEDHE MDD S (09,
(CPG)™ . 2% 2 1Z/R§MIB I IEH 7 Fo N 0 R M I 58 0 /I I 355 2 TR 0§ 2 T gt IR Wl T 2
(0S)¥ L72H35 T, MHEEORIMIZOVTIE, $#IC Grade I, MoOAMIHE%B L OCANHELD XS
HEMEGICBWTHEIIE LT, HREOHSMICHRINT 5 (CPG)*”, Grade I ORMINERIZOWVTIX
PUA PR 505 IS MRS R ORI E2 £ 5. Grade I OWiFEG OISR LTI, HEMICMERE2EZ 1T
) RS RV,

SIS/IDSA 2010 7 A FF A > TIE i R FEAE O BEHE N EAE 120 LT HE WIS £ 2179 2 &It d
LHEFER LT DA, TIUIIMEEEE ORI & 0 GE T ERIRICES R S SN Tw L5 TH S
(CPG)™, ZHUIHLH D SIS/IDSA A4 F T4 VIZbFIEfAN T2 (CPO)Y, Z0Z & 2T 5 K
WP, RO LX) DD 5. EEOFSEI THIT S N7z MR OGH B 2 2§ 20
% THH (05)"s DA EHZETIENGIIHE I 1,062 RO MEH TN A, 924K (9%) A%F;
PCThHhotze TOIH2AEK 5%) VDEEETH 720D T NI 18 (16 %) THBEIELH SN,
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Q51. EMBEERESMBERRODAEEZREIRT 258, EDLIBEEZERINEH,?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

o HMEEI, FIRMNICRESBRERRINETHD, (HEE1, LANILB)
OHMEEEEEITOHZEICIE, FEIhIERBEY, EYWEREIESR (pharmacokinetics—
pharmacodynamics : PK-PD) ([CEDW/REE - #EBIBOKRE, HHROT7 > F/N A
AT L, BEOMRARGERE, B HBEZERBINEZTHD, (HEE1, LN
JV D)

o% /-, IREFARNEE, EEE, SBFNLF—JICL2BEAERNKENDEELZERT
%, BEMEIIEETEYEIITHOA TV AESF CARAEDREICE KD, (HEE2, LA
JLC)

BHREMAE IO BPU Ik A 2 HREZREGWICEET 5, Thoid, BEBENEZ PRI L, Ko7
YFNA KT T MK BEANEZ OB, I o TR EED ZANY T A FRARMME, W EEA
(pharmacokinetics—pharmacodynamics : PK-PD) 2D h-8 - & 5-REOikE, BE OPIRH IR
B, EFEE IR S CH B (CPG)PY, (09)77%o 6 » H LN OHLISEIREE D & % B i i % £
DY AT D LR GRNIIEERE 2 A L, BREDEAET S5 8 (IZEEHIM ISR S 50 PUREK
SHNCIEERERE 24T, DTFoRIC X - TEHiT 2 (CPG) ™™, (E0)™ ™,

JVTF=y 70T T v A= (140 i) BEAE (kg)l/ (72x1Mi% 27 L7 F = ¥l mg/dL)
*ZPETIX 085 23T S,
* % PAVARE (1) =50+091 x [F 5 (cm) —1424]kg

(M) =455+091 x [H £ (cm) — 14241kg

PR EIL, WRIICH GRS RETH L. MIIEMEDY 3 v 7 0BHTIE, 1 RRBUNICERS 2GS
RETHD (CPG)"s ZNUNOEETH > TH 4WFHMUMNICIIERLG 2RI RETH D, R, B~
N LF— UM (R, PSR, SRR Z TH) SR BHRSHBTRETH L (CPG)Y, Br&Mk
HSRT 2R 2 F 0 AN IME R & 21T > TV 2 BB TR R L2 S (CPG)"Y,

6. MPREOCSMEER EAMBRREOAEICEY LHEEDRER
EREETE

#3143, AMmEk SUNERAOHERREROI LD TH S (CPO)Y, WL BT ENHL T TD
IS N L MPNAEFRES BB IN TS, IO OBREIR, KFEEEORBIZBWT, ZOMHIHEIE, #
PTHhr LM SN DDTH D, FRFETIE, MREDK 7 FATLITHHATELMEHELIRR L2, —
BIZR=5 57 5 ANRORZYY VR, T2 2%, ANVARELARPEDPDOZ 5 AOPHE LY LELSN
%o WMESNPHETOENEDOZEICH L TR T = B2 LK, EORRENRIBEN TV L0 E) »
DF=FIFNEEALERVONEETH L, 20720, HA FIA4 2 LTHERINEEHILT 52 LIZWNEET
Hro BEOREMA,S, RIMEEEILIE, KA FIA V2 TICEHHDEZME T —> (T FNAF
FILNEWENAU—ANT 775 —) #BRLEDVL, BAYZ 27 VEERTEIENRIAL FIFL 00
WhLETHEEEZONL, T72, BEINIILRDTAMLAF L (R=FF5 75 LARICIRTLILVF—
% Stevens Johnson JEEMEDH A LERBH L ZWIEIPLETH D) Loa—F /0y RiE, R=V) U7
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LV F—DBEFR T DIEPIEZMEIHERTE TV 2T TH 5,

9, HEROHEHRCTIEI R LS =V R EDBGEEOT Y PO — VP RETH 5D, FLF— I OHn & RIS
DWTIFEIERE L IO 71 —F v — P B ERzv (CPG)* 7,

BUE, AL S PR, IR R TR A IS S A PE R ASINBL L T w2 (0S)59 99, 3k
RIS EOHERRPIR L, ChE TORRIIETHEES N, X B MER Lo RIcd LT, R
HOHMYE & VRIS VTS E SN RCT)® ™%, 29 LaiiEid, X Vit 58w 3§ 2
AR L THAMECHEYR D 256055, 2 ) DHRAFHETHINITHRTE EVEV) T LETDH
5o

PREOEIEEIZIS U CTHHIEZ #IRT 5 2 L 1E ESBL #ED E. coli X Klebsiella spp. 25HiFF CT¥IML T 72
TEROLTo LEMBENTW . TRODWIEE T 7 O ARY Y RE, X=v Y Y RE, 7rtuF /oy
RBIZTHRIEETIE o720 UHIOTA FF74 2 TiE, b LHIED E. coli ® 20 % LI E2STHETHNIL,
T v 7 HEREIRIC B VT, PRI 2 HANEZEATEW SN B LT, AR 2 R%E
RERG Y - FINT YN, FrHA47)r, TIHTY Y, FNITIE, ceftazidime/avibactam, ceftolo-
zane/tazobactam % I\ TdH X v & iti#liaid 5 (CPG)"™,

7. R Grade ITOSMBEERX - SMEZXOMEZEA

i@ Grade I SR 268 X OVAMENIRFER TIE, PURRNE R VEH3E 2 P0G & U IR RB A & sz ik
HHIT 5 FTHHT 52 &R SN D, Pseudomonas aeruginosa (3 TN FE TOHETIX, 20 %I KR
EHHHN, BAIVHEEEOBOHMAERE LT M5 TWS (097, RFOWMETIE, SN %
DEHIIB T, Pseudomonas aeruginosa \IMEIRETEHD MM SN MEH DS H, 1.1 ~ 31 %O5HEHRTH
D, TR 25 %~ 36 YOS HERTH S (0S)e KRR E 73— Lo 72e, BEREICBWT
FIECHRE A SEL LT %) kv,

WSERE 1L, Grade T BENRERB LSRR T, EELMAMTH Y, Hig b BRI 5
ZETEMNIZBVTE, Nravf vy (s ra~t v ") offdERshs, 7€YY ¥ (€2
YU YY) i BETHNEGERE IS LTHEATE S, RIS, TYEY Y Y (2 v ) UY) i i
Yeiie C Enterococcus faecalis DKN-% H)N—$ 5 T L3 TE b, Enterococcus faecium (&, /N> a~<A v (3
MY a4y y") BOEMERECORETH L, MATEL RV, BROS O TIR, Nra<A
¥ VNG ERE (E. faecalis, E. faecium & HI2) PEELZEE LTHY LiIFshTwd, Nra<w A ¥ Vi
PEBSER T (vancomycin resistant Enterococcus : VRE) DWEFEICIE, YAV Y F (FA4 Ky 72 x%) 257+
XAV (FaETUY) HPRETHD, BLHATS VRENEIES 5 2 L127% o a3, R 3R
DRI D72 2 B OEIE, BEBLORBEICE T % VRE O5 B % 25k L TB  LEXD 5,

BREER 00 S BI85, Bacteroides fragilis group (22 W TI&, JHAE 22 WE OB ED B
ZBHIIE, PHWETH =T LI LEREL TS (CPG)Y,

8. BEHLURSEDOHHRESMBE RS L OEER

F# 312, Grade I BL T OWHFIEDZMENEE K - 2MENHEERTHT T2 0 0EFE L L CoOMBIREIE LR
T, FNTIEA b=y Y=L (743X %) OIRIESIE 2014 FFEIRBRER SN, 20 V<4 T
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(752> S®) T Bacteroides fragilis group \3iE%TH Y, SIS/IDSA 2010 74 F 54 > TlaHEIEsE» 5
HIER &7z (CPG)™. Cefoxitin (RFSKRAKRR), €7 A5V =N (£7 45V, 7uxdt7 (707
YY), BT ARGy AT F N (AT U®) 13 Bacteroides spp. \2 % L CIE—REIZIE MDD B 7S,
cefoxitin IZMHPEATEIE L T2 2 & 725 SIS/IDSA 2010 74 5 4 ¥ TiddfEiEdknr SHlk S h7z (CPG)Y,
Bacteroides spp. DHIBDEZVE Ny — v BXOMHHWRLRPREEDO T 72 a 2P FEE O RBPUI B W TR
Eha,

#4112, WEOEERPEH AL RT (09, 7yEv )y 2Ry yn (253 SY) 1,
P IAZIERENBEGGEIC D - & DB SN TEPRED 1 D TH 205, MU EL, KEEIC
L TEWIHEREZ R L TWb, TGI8IZBWTIE, MHARICH LT, M TOKRZMEA 80 %L T Thh
W, IR SN R v, R EAYHIIH U 22BN ClROBHEEE L LT T 203 %4 TH S,

Za—F )0y RFHEOWIICOWTIL, BN OB HEALAEA 2720 (08)7% ™5, MRS
WALABICORMERET 2, /222 —F ) 0V RPEEE, X—F T I FLRTULF—DBEOREEL L
THHTEZ %,

x4 BAMREESTEEZTRY Z EFSVREE

Ui SO FEIH e
A=A I3 ANNZZLN - TvEYY v (2F ST
t77uAE) V% 77Ny (k77 AT

CTAFT L SV RE) L)
¥T7RAE = (kT A 5
TOEFLT (7A%Y ")
7MY TEVY (@E7 40
¥7A5FYL (2574505 7
7hAaF s ark vrazaxdyy (Y 7uFg )
LR7REFHY Y (25Ey )
EFXy7RFFIY (TREy AT
NEXTUFFT Y (ST

CZRk 1 X vBIH)
k14,31 ~35 X b,

* ESBL PN NI R O R 23RS X 5

PUREEIE, A% 2 Baatk, s aE, iR o R - 2RI L) Rl R IcLE T 2

(¥4 + TAH L —¥ 3~ de—escalation)

0. EEEEAMBER S LVAKBEER

K 3R G O BEIRAE R B X OB KO MBI COMERPIRNE L R T,

2010 4F AR, PESRBAEBMENRAS 5 - MBS0 BE OPUR G ICB§ 2 BRI T8 I3 Z Lo 69 B Lk g
WX PR ERE OISR T E T v A3 e v BRFBEEGIH 3 2 MG HROERISER H A3 5 £
TIIHHRIRATER OB 2 EH 2 BN 52 L TH L. ZOHGE, BUETRBROT ¥ F 14 47T 0 %25%
\CLTESBLEAY I ABEHRICE THRSIN TV S,

ESBL AT 7213 WS A< — BREAGNME O F O TOEMLER (prevalence) 1 #HH AR % 8IS
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LBEORE LR HHEMTH o Mgk T L ITREI IR L S, TD720, W - iR TOT v FIN, 7T L%k
A2, 2o MMICE=y =352 LI N5G, F-50RE, Mg, ENCB 5 8Y) 2 inmst « 3 Lt
ft3 572012, ZWMBEICE D7 70 —FLHERLTD 5o

NryavwAyy FEara<4 v r®) i, s T AR (MRSA RBIRE) 2 BESEEL TS
AR IND, 77 ABMERO R, T, &7 o EREIE, BERWICH, HERGICE L QA S
NDFERBAEY TR ve L0 T, SMEEROBEOMBERECHRININMAEM DS B, W7
FYERHIE 1 %L T ThH -7 (097,

NyaAx AT YIEBEREIEHATIEIA WA, b LEEDRE L TWAEA, VRE 2SI E N TWw Al
BWoOBZETURNININY a4 2 Y TOWEREDRD 594, VRE BHIRICEEL TW a1, VAV YR
(FA K2 2Y) FRRFTIIA Ty (F2E 20 2MPERRTHAT 2 2 L2 TG 13" Tk sh
TWwa,

SR O BER T, Bacteroides fragilis group 13, 2S£ BE oMk, 11 %, s
T 16 % Th-o7 (0S5)¥, BREANEE D /S—TI, Bacteroides fragilis group % N5 224 O AL IEAS &
BLBEIE, WHEETHIN—FTHILZWET D (CPG)Y,

10. FEERPEIEDBEICHEZEORTHITIEEES T30 ?

HEAA & I EGE D TEHR B B PR B DI BATIEIC DO W TS K ORGSR S 7zas, Wk 72 ZBER A
WHMRTET y 2dHv (BE0)"Ys IHAMEO BV ROEREHEAT A KT 4 > i, A& i ofH %
DWEAF LD SN, BIBIANOBATED LIRS SRz (CPG)™ . BV & Sk InEE %
X B IR ARATIED R WIEA & AR 23 A 0 X CRHE S N2 HRERDMLEE T H %o A ISR A58 L
7ZIRE TR BT ROEANIHENICS  OPREIBITL, MRVPFHFTE 2, LrL—KT, JHE
(ZPAZEERALAMAAE LINEDYE £ T A LA IO ROWEATH > THHENICIBIT L 2wz
CZOHMBEFIETE L VATREMELSD 2 (E0)Ys X oT, MEICHERM AT 2HE101E, BT
LD AR AT IR N B DR EZ 2 FEH S NETH 5o

1. SBEMEEICESBES - BEREEDLS ICABETAEH

TS PR |2 38\ C b ESBL A 275 2 BEVE I 2 & O B FEPET 25 A9 L v B (09 %,
CNHORIZE S OE A ICBE) LT hEREDNRE RLHEROFER & %5 Z LA L TWwb, ESBL #A S
7 LR OB X 5 T%  OE 4 TIRERPLHELZOMPHHICB VT INS DR % BEEL § 5 LEHH
TWwb,

ESBL j#2E E.coli % Klebsiella spp. (&7 WSS A L RIERF A H A 71) ¥ (54 HF V) 10k L CE eI %
HWTHb, LILL, W ODDETIX, Klebsiella spp. R E. coli TH VNI N FRYUR IR T 5 &5 BT HRE
bALRTVS (08)", (Case report : AT CS)™o MHFMIZZIT AN S NIHRD 1 DOBHIE LT,
H DWW T MR OG0 ~20 %ZME 5L, ZOMMEGROMRELITRELINTVE, Y R
F ¥ A B G ROREPHIETH S (09)%, (CO¥o HAMLEHLEER NS "3 Y 2T ¥ OMIEM
JHIZE 3 5388 38 EFEENRTw5 [http//www.chemotherapy.or.jp/guideline/colistin_guideline.html],

Z0ENT T LNEEL A ER 0 2 H 3 TH 5 ceftazidime/avibactam (ARFEAKGL), ceftolozane/
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tazobactam (AFBRIKFE) 12DV TI, SMEIRES - REZOBHEIIBITL2T TV AR LNS,

B BENAS 25 - IPES O BEOMIIAFIE, TGI8 ICBWVTIE, TG13 (CPG)Y ONAEIRA S NI,
MW, ESBL MEAR, BNMER, 734% My —BLTZ0E0OLFMEREOEEH 20 % LT O%E
I, WA VAR LRI, YNy A ERT I Y (VYUY CHIEHCRY T8 Y
Ih (XYY FE3E 7L (RFVE—LD) ICEHEMAA Pa=y Y=L (TR A ME®) 2T
HIERMERLTWE, HATIE, HUHRELt7 22 R2E L7 E20RBHELELT, 74V T T
(77=AF2 %), ®7¥us (FAFYD), k720 Y Y (5720 U8 BUEBGEHIEE 2o T 5)
D 3HKNDH DLNRLE T ¥ ZLZ L,

ESBL FEAEB M AT LCld, AR FLRIEE, ¥ Ns 50 - x5y (V™) 730
FOMERSE 2 IR LTV b, BIBETIE, v 75 VYA (BEFYU®) ICHT 2MH1ERA 20 % Loz A v
INRALRBHE, FINT L - ExFIIY Y (VYY) TIRMEREZHERL TV, ZOFAL FF
AVEFHLZZELTYH, MREOHETMHAHIIREE LTHEHLWZ 2D S,

Q 52. EMHBEERXROEBEEOHMEEAEDRE/AELRE & AEZRIEE D,
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

EMBEEROBEOHESELEIZ, BPEEI> FO—ILE, 4~7 BREAZ#ET S,
(#2ZE 1, LI C)

PubMed B X OF Cochrane library # H\», (acute cholangitis® OR acute biliary tract infections *) AND
(antimicrobial therapy * OR antibiotics *) AND duration of therapy * 8 & O"&H7ED MeSH D F—7 — F T
LW #4175 720 PubMed T 151 3CHk, Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials (CENTRAL) T
16 3k, Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews (CDSR) T 1 XHkASHiZR &7z,

Z0H L, T ¥ AMEERER BIEMEO LD 50 L) RETRY AR, EXEIZY A PV TRAZ Y —= >
7EN, MWL Y E, SIS Nz RR, 4 STHRATRES T 5 3k E L TR S 7z,

Uno & (0S)™ 1&, 77 HEIEFRNIC X 2 MRS A 1) JBH T, JURSEREHREY M HE23 10 HZY
BEEOT 7 M A L2kl NS B THE L, 30 HAATHEB LU 3 » HUNOHEIERT, WHETHE
EERO Dol ABHIMEHEET 175 HB L0 14 HEAEHED D72 (P< 0001, van Lent 5 (09)™
&, BRI B VT, BEEEROBE T, BAEa Y bu— vk, 3HBET vs. 5 HUL L OYIHEGRHZ 2
TJ7BET, HIRERICHEEDNP RV L 2Hh L7

Kogure & (0S)™ &, il & BEHZET, HE FLF— Y0k, L0 5o MR 5 g
THhDPeHE L. TORY T4 TIE, FREEK T3 HUANO 18 A0 EFHD, HIEEWIRERICE L To
Hrahico TORY T4 TERBERD SN L0572,

Park &5 (RCT)™ O#ETIE, ¥ 7w 7wa%4 > VRIEBNMEIC & 2 &4 15 SR o B
2%, HE B L F— VIR, BRI IS X 2600, $7213 6 HH OBIRIEH EEEITEICEE S h o6
a6, HEFEBIP3HAETEELT Y MAALLTT vy ALk E i, TOAY T4 TlE, BE
HBIW HAECHKIIBNT, 22000 THEAZRDSNGP o7z TGI8 IZBWTI, HdoTLF Y
AxfEEL, TFAN—F - FEZF VITLD, K5 ICAMUEROBEOTIRIEHRIIM 2R §, 2PEEE
KOBETIE, HEFLF— IR LIEGED >~ ba— g, 4~7 HROBEREHERT S,
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x5 HRIhINEEOHRSHHE

TR I 31 [ L e
S Grade I, 1 Grade I, O Grade 1T Grade I, O, II
3 IR % IR 45 fRa g5 - N A5 %5 - INgE %
- JH AT
MBI | e B YT S e > 4~ T B 0TS | - BEKE, L > 3R %
b1k o e L -
N T 3% Y075 MEHEIC X
I PO S s . ] N, . o
ot gy | WREL LY RER S0y g ABIEC L A0 B BILEO A, 2
T MEDR IR, 2 WL OB % 3 SR, L3S % S

i gEil, K
JEPEZEAE, B9H
HEREROEN | B L72GE
x4 ~7HMH
O % 3%

IHECRO X IEND D, TR S N WA S ICZ s
iy % L THHE OS2 6T %

RS AVEDE L 7oA, BRIRE, MR R, Wb IREEAEAISHAT
% T CTHURBEGRESHRAE S 5

PR L R & 5 7T AGTEERINIC X 2 MGG 2 09 By, SN O ORZEW DGk LN % %
T ZEBHONLD, 2HEHMOPKERHEZIT) 2 LXBYTH S, 6147 N\OBHEHEROBHICE
W, RO E AL 2BFIZ 1T A (03%) Thorz¥s

F7, 200746 H, FE6M7 T RKPFERIERESSSHESH, ZFA= MK VIZZ7)V=AV - J
AT a yHbhiz, Bl NV F—IPR L7z, 7T AR EERE O Mg % 1 ) RS %0 B3 ol
BISEEE 2T H AT O 2 SHUSR LT, #ERKEE LT, A14HM, B:10HM, C:7HM, D:4~5H
M, E:3HEUT M SNz, o, DFTho70 A9%, B38% C269%, D321% E
269 %o FLF—I%%, 4~5HMEIRDLEH -7

Q 53. SMERROBEOREAZAEORELHFEIIENS S5VD,
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

*TG18EHEEH H Grade I, TDSMBERRTIE, MEIXAZQWPOALDES EHEY
%, (#EE1, LNILB)

eTG 18 EIEE 545 Grade TN BEDIMEZAEIL, BEEF I bO—-ILEhi1E, 4~
7HRE (BEEHSILFO—-IIhBIEOEEFERRIEIED L) 2#HIET D, (HIEE2,
L ~NJL D)

PubMed B & OF Cochrane library # v, (acute cholecystitis* OR acute biliary tract infections ) AND
(antimicrobial therapy * OR antibiotics *) AND duration of therapy *, B X O'&HiED MeSH DF—7 — F
EHWLMME T > 720 ZDOHEHE, PubMed T 51 3CHk, Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials
(CENTRAL) T 21 3Ht, Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews (CDSR) T 1 XEkAM&E Sz, Th
LD L, T ¥ MMERERE 2 IZBIEEDOADK ) A iz, KXHIE S A PV TRAZY—=V 7L, ¥4
NV O R TEANASHEE 2 Br . PEREFHI L 720 ZORE, 3005 v & aMEilBr (RCT)™ ™, 1o 0BigR
Wige (0S)™ @ 4 SCHRATLACHk L L TR S iz,

TG13 (CPG)" B X URESFHESEY: & - R EI&GIEF 4% SIS/IDSA 2010 (CPG)™ T, REOTEF
VAN o etz BHIREROFIEEICLY, 24 KH2S 7THEE VI IESDE DD 2 IHEHNIM % g
LWz, iltiZ% b, TG13 OFEAELE Grade I, [T (TG18 DESERE L M —) ORI T RGN
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Fhi % iifT SN2 BZOPEIGEHRICONWT, WEEG 2 Lkt eiikix52 358 TT v ¥ 2MLIELHHA
Bt 2 RBgAT b7z (RCT)™, Z0fE, 1 DO TSI RSN, b9 1 DOBETIIISMEIIR
ENBhobo0, HRE, EELZERIBOLNLRDI o7, TO200MEDRKEERELIETS, fii
HBIEGe D) X 7 %1%, 001 (95 BIEFEXE (CD, —004-006) (K1) THhorzo BEHOHEERGIZL D
ARE, 2F Y ax b, ABRMBOER, PEERMELZ E2ERLCLE, TGI8 OEAEE Grade T, TOE
PENREE ST, PURSER S I T B X OMFICBRERETH S, LL, BEOEBI ORI L 0 HFEIUSE
EHRG I SN D,

REEEALGZL HAEEERBD Risk Difference Risk Difference

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M=-H, Random, 95% CI M=H, Random, 95% CI
Loozen 2017 2 73 2 79 5B 3% Q.00 [-0.06, 0.07]
Fegimbeau 2014 25 207 21 207 43.7% 002 [-0.05, 0.0%]
Total (95% CI) 280 286 100.0% 0.01 [-0.04, 0.06]
Total events 38 34

i 2 _ y i - - T I I | |
Heterogeneity. Tau® = 0.00; Chi 015, df = 1P = 0.64); | 059 s i 5 o1 )

Test for owerall effect; £ = 0.43 (P = 0.67)

E1 SHEERREICH T 2 FMESHBRLORERICET 5 X 2947
SCHR 74, 75 B L A GATHHAT S o

Favours no antibiotics Favours antibiotics

TG 18 D FEHEfE Grade M DOZAMMHE LK O EFH TIE, HLHERGHHIIOVWTOIE T Y AFZ LV, £0
7o, TFAN—=F - AVE=F U ELT, ES5IIRT LI, BPHOa Y bua— vk, 4~ 7 HEOHRLE
EREHESRT 50 7T AR O MRS % 5 SR OLEI2E, 2 BB OPIREEREL TV, Bk
DHBRED) A7 26T 2L XBATH 5,

TG18 74 FI74 YYURTZHEB LI vy AZHIZBWT, ZEMS TG 18 O HEIELE Grade MDA
HRREOBZEOVHERIHEZ T R— T2 0TV AN vz, FilomRim RS2 2 Lk
HLWEDREEDRH 722 L XMFLT 5,

(Rl & KR T DIMEZEEE)

BRAERE, HREZELISHTINMEEREEIXRIICRT LD ICHIET S,
MEEELL, BBOBEL, BMBROEEL, BEEROERE THEINETH S,
(#ERE1, LIV D)

% O, IR X o TEEESFRE SN, 13E A ERERELHMRRIIERA LV, 20X ) REAEI
i, PUREIE 24 BRI LIPS PR RET A B (RCT)™™, ZAMEIRZE I ¥ 5 S O RS2 1380 THR S h
Twa (RCTP® ™%, choTid, TYEYYY (E230 Y% + 79343y (F7930%) ¥R
T3y (RYFYUY) FEETERTV Y (274 E v FY), pefloxacin 3t mezlocillin + %7 >~ ¥ < 4
vy (Frr vy oF vy sl sz (CPG)Y, (RCT)VSY 23, Wik s h-Hiw#ETix, 7
7 N AIEE R P07, TGI8 IZBWT, T2 D0%EIE - M) & MM SN APIHIEEZ R IITIR Lz, 2
NSIETRTEENEIIETIE LA LD T ¥ 2MMERBRD % SN2 DB LPWETH 5, T ITITIRE
REILE AP LIZEELEITN TN DL, K31, THRBES X R EO SPEIRFE I3 2 PR
DXL LI L TV 5,
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12. BBEERIHREREOTERERLE

J5 R E ) O &2 VRS AT IR 13, BB L E T 5, OO A% T - TAHL—3 3 > de-
escalation &S (CPG)7o #4120, BEZMEDHBIRICLEIMHTE 2HEEDY 2 2 BRT %,

13. BOFEADEE

AVEIRAS g5, AVEINEE S O B TRITENA i 2 B 1L, RIETOBHBATRETH S (RCT) ¥, KK
WA ORI X ), ISR, #1210, BIPUK bioavailability D BIF =2 —F u v R (¥ 7u7uF
vy 7suFHrt LE7uRH Ly 258y MY, EX v udH Ly Ry 22", 7TEF
IV ITII (A= AYF V) FRE—MRAE LD T 2 ARFEE (k77 V) vk
T7ATYE) NERETH Do £613, MWHLH SN LI bioavailability @ BAEF 23D ) 2 b T
H5bo

x6 WHHLIUEEMEEEERPEICHT IROMEE

U 3E O F A ENEE S

RZYY % TEFYIY Y 0TV (K= A F )

r7raAE) R 77 LFyry (F7Ly 2 RY) £xbu=F— (75 V=190
VAL A=A DA yrazuxHyy (Y7uFdh)

or LR7uFHI v (75 1%
X O — ) (75:/*‘_)1/@7)3
EFTT7BRFH T (7/\“D\777\®)b

CCk1 X 051H)
a PR MEEH OB 53H]) (A ba=Fyy—), 2) <4 v rize) BBEREWEFThbhTn
LG EIHERET 5,
b:EXFIY7OXFHY Y (FTATy 7 AY) I FIHHEEYSE I L TIRBEISRKRTH 5205, RIEE &
e KW, 2V 7vx29, 7u59A, TUy5uny y—Z#EedH 5,

14. MEEICK P ER

PRSI X 2 W75 O I X PR ASE e ET CE 2228RIE L ¥ 2 =T b7z (CPG)™. HHIEHHIEIC
£ 5 R B OB G5 WA DRNEGDO TRV H 50 b L v Eiim L Twb, b LR
G- OIS D 52 L wds, [\ CHEADIRAT & a5 TR 5- SN/7200 b Lk v,

15. #E554&

TG18 2BV TId, it IEfiEds & ORI % - IHEER OMPIHGRE L U CEY 2RI OR S
N7ze WHRNZ LAV TN LIEKT A PumSEmPEicxr U<, PRSI A (antimicrobial stewardship)
3, BB TEBRSNE/_SND LEYH 2. KK, FH, EERIIZ, 7Y F A+ 770228 —
T5Z LT, SMHESR - REROBF TN 2R T S 2 & e K LEPOBY RPN ERREZ R 5 2 & 28
WREE 2 %0 MRS Z D BN 28 - TRER O BHEOPIRIEIC X 28 IE2GRNE 27T, S 5IC00EN
% ERIRIE DL ETH %,
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SPERRE RIS L DB T 2 BERI 5 2 9 v 7R RHRERZIEL, ICESENE 2D H 2 H
JERIE THA 2 EREEZ 2T 5, FHICEREOERERERTIEIRVIETEIHE SN TS (Observational
study : BUF 0S)"s Tokyo Guidelines 2013 (TG 13) o i i H) i 212 X 0 tp&E, HIE & B S vz |
ERIH LTI, BHoHE LS — Y23 E NS (0S)?, (Clinical practice guidelines : BUF CPG)*Y,
HAE B L — D3/, BRI, WHEBENFL =YD 321K EN %, B FLF—=JIE 2o
TIROBETHEOFAFLF =YL EIRTBY (0S)", BUETIIALAEIFINE KL~ (Case series : LT
CS)” RHBIRIIHE F L+ — (Case report : BLF CS)® 12X Y BV 1 X BB RIIFE L WAL
TWwd, LELAEDS, ZRASOTFHEZMCTLEYW AR FLF = V2 TbN e WAL PRARE 2
L CHEEIVETH D,

2007 4E 12 FI4T & 17z Tokyo Guidelines (TG 07) TIRAMIHFRIIH T2 20X ) RGN LF— I FH
PRI E N (CPG)Y, 2013 4RI TG 07 D% EIAHThMN, HL L TG13 (CPG)? 2R E 2. TG13121d, #
BN A FTIHE B L — DRt R 013 2/ NV — Y NBLEE 2 w728 LW NS
LF =I5 7=y 7 L ZOEBPTRBRENT VDS, ZOH%, TRHEOH LWL F =I5 7 =y 7 Okt
DRLF—TVFr =y 7 Lo, EEOKETHLHEAHEHRD Y 4 I 2 7R 20N ER ENSHHESH
TWwd, 22 TTG13DE L% BUENKD 5H, Tokyo Guidelines 2018 (TG 18) (CPG)™ ASHili & h7z,
ARETIEAMHERICHTLHE N L =Yoot 727 =y 7, BWHEROTRIEHTH 55 AEHFITD
WT TG 18 (D X EHT %o

1. BERNLF—C0@RETIZVY

Q 54. 2MBEERICHTIFRELBEERNL F—2&EE@AH 2
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

SMEERICHTEINLF—VIEARBENEIEONL F—D 2 RT3, (HEE1, L
~NJU B)

* TG 18 T F L — TV I3HUEH % EORAFIHER DO A TR L 9 5 —HOEHESI 2 Fr\» THEAERL I
Hob b TR F L — U0 S D,

® AR FHERE BN L TIE Q59 &M,

AR SRR FLIARY K L — ¥ (endoscopic biliary drainage : EBD) &, ERCP RO Y A 7 13d 5 75,
O FLF—VFEICHRTRBETH ), BREOFEME LI, FERELE 2L 515 (Randomized
clinical trial : LT RCT)", (0S)*~ "o Lo, BEYEIESEIC & 5 1 IR A 0 2 L 295 H <+ 46 150
P TS OREN W EE 255613, EBD ORBIGEHR & L CREGENITIHE F L5 —2 (percutaneous tran-
shepatic cholangial drainage : PTCD ¥ 7212 percutaneous transhepatic biliary drainage : PTBD) 2 H T
H5 (CS)”, (097, +HaIGEAEE THRBEOFEN A TS, RINWILEIFE AN EE T EBD 2941
DOYEORFERELTOHHTH 5, THEE, HLWFLF—I8%E LOBERNBE T A FTRE L
F—73 (endoscopic ultrasound—guided biliary drainage : EUS-BD) 25BiZs 3, & LTof/ D
ZHMEShTws (CS)° ™, EBD W#EBICx T 2 Uik e LT PTCD & EUS-BD % It L7 RCT %
AT OFER T, FHRIFERBIRNZEREIE 90 ~ 100 % & 1ZIZFFETH > 7225, PTCD DI ) HUE
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moim, ik MR Z EOBIBERERFHB AL VIR TH 7 (%1), (Metaanalysis © LU
MA)Y, (RCT)™*, (09)* ™™, LaL, IO DHE XL 72 MRS W ISR O 2 e %2 5
DMENITZEAELETH D, L BREMR TRV ARL Y OLHiEHETTIX, EUS-BD O FHEIEI 65 ~
86 % TH o7 (CS)®, ZDEHIZEUS-BD IFWVF AT ShTHTIELRL, BHEOEWTHTHS &
EZONTRBY, P L ZZIHEE S NI AN 5 354813 EUS-BD (3 & LT s L 05, wiwn
B PTCD 2 8INT %, b L BRI~ OE%R 2 LT RETH D,

x1 BIBEOHFLF-—CREHICHTIAFEE L TOBFRARFEH A FTERENL -2 EEEEZTE
BRLF—T DR
HH HMAREE BEZE7 A > NLF—2k JEfE TEIER (%)  BRZEER (%) BZEER (%)

Artifon™ 2012 RCT EUS-BD 13 100 100 153
PTBD 12 100 100 25
Bapaye” 2013 Cohort EUS-BD 25 92 N/A 20
PTBD 26 46 N/A 46.1
Khashab® 2015 Cohort EUS-BD 22 86.4 86.4 182
PTBD 51 100 92.2 39.2
Sharaiha® 2016 Cohort EUS-BD 47 93.3 62.2 6.6
PTBD 13 91.6 25 53.8
Lee? 2016 RCT EUS-BD 34 94.1 875 83
PTBD 32 96.9 87.1 31.2

1) BEZFBEERNLF—Y (PTCD % /it PTBD)

OIS

PTCD (F7zi1Z PTBD) &, LRI PEEELS & v o 725 R RN R S A B, AMEICHED 72—
TEBOLIENER B ORI % EOERBEORAMN S, SV BB B W THREREILIEN F L) —
VORBHEREEZEZONT WA, LA L, MEPEELIFEZALTNLF =217 720 A 27 A5
<, BEWEREREDNDH Ly a0hiedE 2z NIk L TO A5G —HRNICIIAEIEE SN b, 72720, +2Hh
BPergBl e AN T EBD 2479 S &M TE LW EUS-BD 2179 2 A TE Wik Tid, HEELMK
IMAELZ 3 % BamhliE & LT PTCD R EHEREZ EHT 5o 4B, BEEERED D 550l 2 ik
LTWAHEIIOWTIE, Q58 BNz, ZORIZOWTIE, HEZMIGE & BT, FHROERRKGE
2WIFT %o

@7rv=v7

LIRS X MBS T TOME T EEREIC X AT T W (CS)Y %, BAE TS UEE I TS
SRR D IMNAE 2 M THEAICERT 5 2 LD E o TWwD (0S)7, AR AN RBEN T PTCD T
BRUTom) ThHsb (CS)Vs 187 — V5 227 — Y ORhlst 2 M TREEA A FTICHFPIIRE % 2850
T 5. MITOMHEHERL, ELCTIHEETEZHRT S, 1 FIAVY—ZRENIED-%IZ, 7~ 10Fr
DRV F—=VF2—TZHENICHET 5. THEILEGCTORINAEEFI T PTCD OKIIEIL 86 % T, JHE
FEHEIRBIT O 63 %I HARTHEF AR HESh T D (097,
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2) ABBIKLF—2

O@IE

BUE, BYEHERBRICB W TIZEBD ® PTCD A" L LTHBY, AR FLF—I2TbNn s 2 &3k
TENTH S, YRARERETEIRR 22 & OEMRBICB W TR EMREMRE 5% B —EBOREMNIR L THEZEY
EWMPITONDELE S B 5o FRIRIERE S T AL BEEE 2 TSR E T+ HREMELZ B L T2
B2, FNTEDEHT TUNAL ST D 1 OOERB L 2D 9 %o

@ro=v7

MBI FLF =T L LTITb B IEREM & LTORET FL-—21%, IBEHSAICX 2BERTELIR
BOBEWEZ I LTIE, FHRRHEOEMO 2O IERSABRZERIIITHLT T F 2 — 72 Wil T 5 HiEI%
ETHDHEHHEIN TV (09%,

3) WREEREFLEER KL+ — (EBD)

OIS

EBD BIEH# NLF—Y 5727 =y 7 Th ), BUETRERBASEEEIC,H»D S TAMISRICHT 5E
WOT—IVFRAY ¥ —FThsb (CS)¥, (Systematic review : BLF SR)?, EBD 2479 ¥4 I v 71k kD
L VRS ROZZOIHO TEETH S, TRFRICH L TR TEIRY) BRI FLF—V2T) 2L
fEEhs (09%, RCT?, (SRY, (CPG)Y. MEAEICH LTS, HALABOLHiHELE IR — M
TORRL Y, KBih S S OH % 5, £hid S 24 W THI TR 217> Th, FLF—I%EL
ol Z) BEEAEE D > THREEIL RV E VI ERETH -7z (05) EHIZ 1HD I H— MFFEOMF
T, B - HESIE T 24 BRI FLF =Y %75 72139 2%, LD S ogH R L, AR oS
fii, BT A POBIRICO AN LME SR TS (0S)% HEEICB VT L RELR 2 XD 24 B LN O
REPNLF— VDRI NG, FEBRIZ, KD 28 ik~ T ¥ — b OFERTIZ, PEREISH LT 12 FEH DL
WIS LG — P %479 Miik A 357 %, 24 WRHILAIZ R LF— 2 %2479 HikAT57.1 %, &b#T 928 % Dk
TUMMUHNOBEEFLF—Y 2o T EWESRTWS (CPGOY, BEICHL TIE, RENZFL
F=VRTDY, PERRGIC LD RIEIEIC X 2 WEMSWETE, FLF—Y Dy 1 32 708 24 B L
BTHoTHPRICEEIRITE R (09)™, LaL, HEHNC X 2HIERNIEZ T > TOTHWELZ
L2 bobF FLF =YDy 43I v 772 lBRMUE S BRI, BE, BEAL ICUAZEDOY X7
DL Y, MEROERIEZA2D 5 THREEBICR X CERER RITTRELNDH S 2 L2 SFICHE (N
ETH2 (09)°W, LT, BETHREMMFETEESRZ LA, FHICFLF—=Y b L
WNOWBREMITT A EHEE L,

QWBRIEREE NLF — Y ERBHIBPER T > T > 7

a. BEIb

EBD 34N & L C ORI KL+ — Y (endoscopic naso—biliary drainage : ENBD) & i &
L CONBENIE X7 5 4 2 (endoscopic biliary stenting : EBS) (ki X+ b, ENBD IZBHL Tt
Fa—TERHCKELE) BRIV TIAT VADBECEERBIECREDLH D L) R EFTRITLRETH
%o BN ICBIT % EBD 13, A5 IREA R BAEGIZ B\V CTRIGH O FH R FHA I EE 2 H5E
OBV BN D B720, B LINREEICL DEITINEIRETH S,
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Q55. RRENREIEEERNL -2 217556101, ARSHRRETENL -2 ERHRER
BEEXTF T4 9DEES LD ? [Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

BEERVPBEORLEZERBLT, EE55ZAVTHL, (HEE1, LNILA)

BV 4120 % ENBD & EBS %Mt L7z RCT 3# (RCT)® ™7 2T A ST 21T -7 L 25,
FRHI DA v AH1E 250 (95 % CI: 0.36-17.36), ERRZERF DA v ZHIE 1.85 (95 % CI: 0.65-5.31),
BFRERE DL v A1t 098(95 % CI : 0.24-396), FHLEZREDF+ v A 0.82(95 % CI - 0.03-19.89) TH D,
HEAPROL o7 (K1), 22® RCT OFHFET, ENBD #TF 2 — 7 EI2HE S visual analogue scale

(VAS) "AREICEL, FAEMATIEINLV =Y Fa—ToHCHKESBREEI NS, LAL, BEMETOR
PAEEATE W41 EBS TR 7 > FAZEIBRE SN 5%, ENBD S#E AP HETDH 5. 72 ENBD

TiX, LEIHIUIE Y R UITRZ 2479 2L b iETH 2 (097, 2/ 2k — MFZEORKETIE,
JF P ERARAE He 261k ENBD D139 2%, BIZEIC X 2 FLERO Y 2 7 v LB ShTws (08)", L7
MNoT, TNEFROFLF—VEDREEDNT V 2ZIFZEEGEEEZ 2 50, TGI8 TIX, MHEROKN, Hit
DUERREFZFOFLLEZEL, WHEEOHB COTIr0 2T FLF— V2479 2 L 23RS 5,

SR YRS

=
il
o
g‘)t
+#

1 2MBEEXICXT 5 ENBD & EBS OEEIRE
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b. 77=v 7

) EEA=2L—>3>

JHEA =2 L= a vid, HEERRICH T — TV EBENICETFE T2 EEEEBENICT S KA
Y — %MD 2RI T —F N R RIS T 5 wire—guided cannulation (WGC ) D 2200k H 5, =
DR E WGC % IE L7z RCT @ A & T TlE, WGC i BICIEFFE Ol ¥ % L5 ¢, ERCP
BEROBIE LMD EED L VIR TH 72 MA)PY, L LEEfTbh/z 2 20 RCT TRRERFE O
B & ERCP BRI I B W TR AN FIA B2 2w ERE SN TE Y RCD™Y, HMATIE
JHERE I B W TIdERE L WEGC HEDWTREHWTD Jwellbh s,

Wi WGC vz T RERESNEE RS, BEICHA P4 vY—2 /8@ L CAE%E
B L7z IRECIHEFE 2 KA DBEEN A FTAY =k (FTVAA FTA4 Y —ik) RHHEIZ R CIHE
BERDIITHEDICT LAY 21T (SR FL Ay MIZKEL 22005 ENS Y, sHkosen b —
LAEHWTHEINZ T 72 —F 95 )71 (needle—knife precutting) & pull B s¥ 1 h— 24 %2 W CHEE D
258 %Nz CHHEICT 7 a—F9 5 HiE (pancreatic sphincter precutting) TdH 5, 7L v b
ERCP R E Vo 7ol R FE 2 WD S 5 720, HAT IS8R L 72 IHBENARSEER 12 X 0 17
bhHRETH 5,

i) NRERRESEE KL+ -2 (ENBD)

ENBD T #id TG 07 (CPG)Y ICRMEN T2, BIRMIEHFSE RIS A 74 Y —I2ibeT5 ~
TFr ORBMERLF =V F2—-T%HETL (X2),

2 ARSENEREERNLF—2 (ENBD)
S5FrOMBFLF—VFa2—T72RBBELTHERLF -V 2T
720
i) NRBREEX 7 >7 (EBS)
EBS T O TG 07 (CPG)Y IZRME N T 5, BIUNIHEFE RIS A 74 Y —I1ZiibeTT7 ~
0FrO7 I AFy 7 A7 ¥ P& HENICRET S (M3)e 7IAF v 7 AT ¥ MIEAT ¥ MRHA ML —
MUEY Yy T ANEPEH D, A ML= MUIEHA FR—VHD T T v TODOWT ARXT VY AR LA
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FR=NDBENT Ty TORDY 3 N7 ZRIH L, BERICBT A2WEDILIKRERIZ R, A7 Fo#R
FRITHBBE DI AL B,

3 AREMEEXT T 1% (EBS)
ANV =V RIS 2AF v 7 AT MR BLTEE L -V %
fTo720

QOHBHEEANMRESL 1 K THEE KLF+—2 (EUS-BD)

a. @b

EUS-BD &, EUS # 4 FTFCTHRIELEMICIENT 7u—F L FLF =V %47) FHTH 5. K4, i
AR B L — ORI OB L LTiibhTwb, EUS-BD &, #HID L < I3REEICITFNIR
B gefl] U COBEFLIE I 2 47 9 EUS—guided hepaticogastrostomy (EUS—HGS) % EUS-guided hepaticojeju-
nostomy (EUS-H]JS), #&1 =8BIHT/MBA % 2851 L TEFLIZK % 179 EUS—guided choledochoduode-
nostomy (EUS-CDS), #HLEIICIHE 2280l L 72 1SRN 7 7 10 —F 12817 $ % EUS—guided ren-
dezvous technique RMAATHENZFREAZEBIC A T ~ b #8F1E§ % EUS—guided antegrade stenting {2 KF &5,
FLF—=Uh— 277 =y 7o, BEER T HREBHAZEL oM LEweE R IRERE ORI 2 &1
X ) EREN2 (Expert opinion : BUF EO)™. Zh E T EUS-BD O#i%Tld, EUS-HGS b L i3 EUS-
CDS OETHIEIIF (95 %FEEE) LHRZEE (93~ 100 %, ITT M) 253G ShTng (CS)° B8,
(0S)**#~%, EUS-guided antegrade stenting Tl&, 74 F7 A4 ¥ —I12 X 2HAEHLOLEHRL AT » M7 I N
) =3 AT L DORIERO RN EE ZIEBIA D 5 7200, FHBEIIFIL 70 ~ 80 %BRE L WMLEIhTBY, N
JHE FLF—VRFAHEE FLF =T X0 845 EMEShTws (SR, LA L, EUS-guided ante-
grade stenting 23523 AUSFEFLIAA IS AR 2 B O NDEIR T X A 7206 78I\ & 72 5, EUS-BD
DERZIPEIE, HIHEER 2 EOMIIETH b0 ZIIEELDDOTEIZR VDD, 10 ~ 30 %D T-Hi
9 BRI ER DG ShTws (09, (SR)Y. EUS-BD OFHid v E 2 S h7z b o Tk <,
HHOWER SR, BELRT 7=y 7 2R3 5FHTHY, EUS & ERCP DM 5 ([2## L 72BN ST
EDd ETITORARETH TH D, EHICER LTV ) RBNHPEETHY), HHONBEBRLOSS% 2
%R EDLTRPUETDH %o
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b. 77=v 7

SRR, FAMIRES & LA & % LT vz, TR IR ASE 2 2 Wit S 2.
FRICTFEASEE T & TITAMIPITHE A o 7235 A 1T RGN 2 BRI 58 ke & 3w B2 5 & & & &BHIC A
(RETH D WH 197 — VRS E 7213 22 7 — VERISH 2 W CTNESH 2179 o SR OBIIE EUS 7
A R T, A 8 2 720 1SRRI H 2 MAE LB 5 2 LK TH S, FRIBICHEERZZIT
WV, A FTAY—%BENETED S, RICERFRZIRH A L —F —, @EY A L—%—, RN
W=l HCTIEL, ERCSCTHE RV F—VHDOTIAF v 7 ATV MHDBWIERA YT VAT Vb
ZIENICRE S 5 (BEO)Y, #4E, EUS-HGSHM DT I A F v 7 27 » k% EUS-CDS HH D X # b 2
7Y REOBEHT AL ALBEIATHS (C9)?, (RCT™, (09 (K4).

4 BERARETEENLF—Y (EUS-BD)
a. O 8Fr 79 AF v 7 A5 ¥ b % vz EUS—guided hepaticogastrostomy
HA2 O BERAREE I AREZ 0 L, SRR IREZICEAO8Fr 77 AF v 7 A7 ¥ M &
HME LTS FLF— V%7572
b. HHOKROEA ¥ VAT ¥ b % w7z EUS—guided choledochoduodenostomy
TZHE A OB E NS T ICHAMBE 220 L, SRR IRZICEHOROFEA Y VATV M &
ML CHE FLF =TV %4To 72,

2. FEEALE

1) RMRIRAVILIREREVIRM (EST)

OIS
EBD #1479 B N ALEE Y FLEEFS R YU BAAT  (endoscopic sphincterotomy @ EST) 2479 2 L3 k&< 2
OFEEFETLEEZONS, 121%, HEHEE2SMTLZ LX) RO%E (I0Fr LE) offEA5 b
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BT LA T Y ML Z2BEHZEO TR TH L. ROFEA I VAT~ MEFET LB, w5
Wile EIEEEL XL TR REORAEE, EST 243 % 2 £12X % ERCP RO TR RIZZ L
RCT)®®, (MA)™, L2L, MEERE LTHAEHED VIO D% { &/ 1O RCT Off
BT, EST 23T 52 & THRICHERKRENFH SN Twa (RCT)Y, S50, BEMED W)
ENRELIAT Y MEE (SLOMETIOFrOFF5AF v 7 A7 ¥ bEEE) 2B 5 35— MFEOH
BT, HEEED o> TEST OBEFHMEIRINTNS (09 ™, L72hio T, BAGHZEH A WIS
L TROFRAI VAT Y R 1W0Fr D EDOT I AF v 7 25V b2 BET L5603, HEERELTEIO:
DIZEST ZEMT 2 I ENET LV, 9 120K, FLF—TY0h%nd, —HNIHADREZAT
HITENTEDLETH 5D,

Q 56. ATRRAVRFLEEMBEERNL > —2 (CEST EEHL ?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

RRRAVEFLERIEE F L — 2 [CEST MEMIELELV., (HEE 2, LANILA)

* —HIRAREZITOHEIE Q8 22

TFr UL FDOTIAF v 72 ATV MRRBE N L F =V F 2 -T2 HET 2574 O RCT R 28— MfgET
i¥, EBD IZEST 24§52 £12% % ERCP #BELADOPHRMRIZ LV E VIR TH-72 (RCT) P,
(089)™™, EST I3 il R 22 fLOMIEAE ) A 7 Z P, A KOREEADEST IO Y 22 HTThdH Y,
JRERICHLCTFr DT I AF v 7 A7 Y FRHEEF LV —YF 2 — 7% L CTEBD %179 B
EST OBMELERVEEZ 5N D (0S)7 ™, B ERINE K CRERE RO LN EE%, Pkl
WIRF OHE1E, ESTIZ#IFARETHLS, LarL, IBEFEREGICBNTT LAy PE2ITHI T EITLD
MRS AT BE & 7 B A0 D 5o

Q57. BEEREAICERT 28E - PEEOAMBERICH T 2 AREN—HHNERREE T
BedH ? [Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

BIE - PHFEICH L TARRN—HNERREEZIToTHLV. #HERE2, LAXILC)

MRS b S VIRE RO TH 5 (09)™, BURiE, ACHE) HERCHLT, FFEFLF—Y
ATV, IS R OGHBR IR ERZT ) S ABRESER ShTw (CPG)Y., Zhiz, EST Zibjn
LTI AR ZE 2179 & MDA 2 5 £ v ) BEOHEICHESTHTWS (099, Lal,
NSOGB T 2 L) BEM D F N Tz, BEE RS %09 EREFNIK LT EST ) 5 X &
THHN, BEEEZEDRVEE - PEERERIINTH 5. IR — ML LEBIEROR RS S, B -
FRERE LR S 2 — IR A BR OB IE, N L — VI X A IHEROUER ISR A DOWHE LT WK
ABEOBEBEEEASZELEZZ 505 (09, (C¥, & 51T, MIHEFAERD HERO WA kRE L
W% Th )L MEA N EE 2 5N b, REMICHEAZTIUE, —HIMCEROBERETY i, B
BHHOBR, AR 08, EHa 2 b OBRE Vo AR IEDIE Y (09)P. L7ahio T, BHEE
A STHIMEENRZ SO M) A7 957% <, HFRLMBPNESERED W 28561, BE - PEEICTT 5
— IR OBREFITRTH S, —WINROBREZITo 728, BERFLF—IF 2 —T7ORBEIEILT LHILET
BVEVHIRERDRCT IZE D RENRTWS (RCT)™, B - S O O IREET EST 125 ] & 5t X L
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SR FLIE T — VN — VR (endoscopic papillary large balloon dilation : EPLBD) #7479 &, RIEIZ &
D PHAEREAMETG I 2 o TV 2 72D I R I MR RENEZEALD ) 2 7 D5 72 5 2 & H3RCT ORfEHRH 5 154
EhTwa (RCT)™. L7245 T, EPLBD Ol & % 2 & 9 B f AR & WIEFI L&A B S VIR
T AR B 2 HERE T B

@77=v7

EST FHOfEfIE TG O7 ICRME T2 (CPG)Y HINWIMEEME, pull B ¥ T b— 2% HWT,
15 12 HNICIE S £ SO E TUREZ TV, TR Ee B2 2w X 9125 2. YR & &k
WO HBHEEREEZ AT 2 REEEEIE R L TETBY, RERYHMIZZ L)Xk Twb, HUIkRE
® Billroth I F % Roux—en—Y WARER Tid push BT b — 2 2 HW 20 AR TH 5B, ESTIZLD
—HEJELT 5 LRFICHIER & 22 D) 9 5 ERCP RERLCHLERILZ5 SR ISRt H 5 2 & 2 &I
ELSLEDPD L,

2) WtREEZLEE/ NIV — S HLERMT (EPBD)

OBEIC

PR SRR FLEE S v — » 358EMT  (endoscopic papillary balloon dilation : EPBD) & JJHE& #5442 %247 9 BRI
ESTORD Y IZHV SN FHTHZ (CO¥. T E T H KON &IHHIC B 5 EPBD &
EST % g L 7258813 22 A%, EPBD 295 2 & 12X 0 EST & BRI 2w Gl B & 5o A B i 28
WEshb, 12OV AT<T7 4 v 7 LE2——TIZEPBD & EST IZHRTHBZHBIMOFE Kb 0D, F
EICHEM T O RO 2 RS TRABREFIILC, BUREREEIE Y (SR)Ys L4 T, EPBD
VLB RS BRSPSV 5 OEE L, —77, HENIC EPBD @ HWIE LB H 2 3 5 2
ETHLOT, BB RERICH L TEPBD DA THE FLF—Y2iTbinI EidESbsni v, £
7Rk B S AP SIEBNIC BV T HHIE F L — Y 247b %\ EPBD I3E3E S e v,

@Fv=vy

RS, TR A L IBERCHDLETEIOmm UL FON V- Y%, AHEEZ FLBTHA KT Y —
WKIRbETHED D, ZOBRBFIIN V=V EHLFTETNE, NV —r DL UNPHET 2 TINET 5. 7L
VR O R IEPR O NNV —= 2 T —FVRNAT Y T =T Ve W THRAT %,

3) NMRENAET — /N IL— iR (EPLBD)

WHLEERY 2 45 A6 HE 2 47 ) BRIZ EST & EPBD AEE#EM 2 FLBME & L THWOH NS, L L, #AafEsK
X VA 3B A B (mechanical lithotripter : ML) % W72 A MRS E L 22 5 (CS)™, 12 mm
DEOROFE NV — 2 W TIHE T 2 R S & 25 FHTH 2 WBENRLIH T — 2730 — VIR (endoscop-
ic papillary large balloon dilation : EPLBD) Ti&, EST X° EPBD ¥l Cl3 A EE R ER (KA, ZE0E
) ST B R R RIS IIT) S EATE S (CS)™, ML 2 M\ 78 A R 0 2 BE A A 72 <
%1, EST % EPBD Hufilt X ) J W ALE IR ] C i Wl A IR R 3 S, & S Qw2 B R AL
BHRILOMIIEF ARG MHE O EST L% TH S LHME SN TS (C9)™, (RCT)™™, (09)*,

OF7=vy
RIECHER T CIETE 20— VX% BINT 5, BEI 258 L THEREZFHT 47208 X EROBE



SHEERITYT HHEE LS — YOt EFH 157

T & LTIl PR 5720, EPLBD %2179 Hill EST 2479 Jiik b £ 2%, EST 2L %< T
bR G EOMIEFRERIIED L 2V E VI HESH Y, EST ORI L Tld#mo b5k s
(SR)™o HA FIAX—FETICT =V — v ZREPNICIFAL, PWESEMNIG L BERE G2 Rt 5 N
W=V DRI a =y TxiTHe MBIV =V EBLERT, "=V UONDHET S FTHERLTY
Co HA FTA Y —FEABMARA LA HNT, WHRTHIVIHIE T IR ARE LR L BUE, 274

VIFHRN—AET— VN — RSN E TN 2T LS Tw s (CS)Y,

Q 58. REREEFEIEERCHRMEERNIRFOEERICHTIHEEN L F—2AEIL?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

ARENRIEN N L - PRI 5, (#ERE1, LANILD)
EST X EPBD (C& 2 fERAFISEMmMY X7 MmeERY X7 Mk L THET %,

ARFLR2 WK DOWNHEGEZ I BT 2 PUMEEOT ) N CT 254 T4 12T, EST I X AH AR
HIL RS BRI T & LTI b Tw d (CPG) ™%, B F4 % 1k 5 i 51 e H AR 3E IR b 5 B L2 %5
% EST IC X A ML S SIC@W LY A2 2089 L2 512 (0S)" ™, —hCTHIMIEETH 2 T
ZE) Y 1HOARTH UL EST I L H2WINLY) A7 13ED S E T 5 TR — MFSERIERIT LTS OfE 3
Mo, HAHLERABET 2O [Pl A IS T 2 LENREESHETA K74 ] TlrikER) 2
I DECHAE, T ALY Y ERKERTICEST 2HifTT 5 2 EATASR TV S (0S)7HMS - (CPG) '™,
LA L, WIAECAE S SEEREAL T R0 MM 2 & INIILE I I2 & 5 720, B K BEARDS EST Rimo Yy A2
WTed2@Edbds (057, F/2, PTCD ZIMEIEEZIFHENM LT RLF—=I%479) 720, WY A
7N &, BEE R R I IR T RE A E D M A& TH S (0S)™, (CPG)™., MLlkb, #
[ 58 & 9 IR 2P SN AR O IR R 3 A8 F L+ — VH#IE, 35 HIMKERETFHTH 5
WHISEREFLE F L — (ENBD & L <X EBS) %47\, SR CIHE ROUWHERITHUMERSE % KR35
LTEST 2L 2 ADWHHEEATINE) BEETH 5,

7272L, BHICHIMREONREZERESTZZ L2, VN Y FHELE L TCEERMBRERELHRT S
faBE b WE S hTws (09", 728 Y 1AITHNIZKREEFTICEST 2 /ifT T4 2 EDFHEENS
A3, [ CHUI/MEEETH 57 7 BV ¥V FFEANIR T Tl & e FHIs B v TG BRE S N9 %
LI HEDDHY, 5~7 HHOKEIHER SN TS (09, MARKERY 22 OEVEAR, ATEICH
KoL, TAE) B LY HRAY Y = UAOERPHEIREN L, PBEEIENIRIZ EST #Zitio ) 2 7 K
FTHHEMESINTBY, WIS AL L LUCRIZIME TR 0wy i Dipnid R s h
TWwize L, RAMEICET 200 v EHOA % #GE L 72 BRIDGE 8t (RCT)"Y ofERTIE, ~
%) VBT B & MMBSE DA E LW SN, NBEERIC BT £ ik Ot 7 SLINRET O f
REMPSAS) VEBROWINY A2 DECZ ERW S E o> TE 2 (09", 2017 4EI25 R S 2B
RS PUEEFE 3 (DOAC : direct oral anticoagulant) % & 72 PritEHEICE T L84 K54 VBRITIE, PT-
INR 2B CTHIIET V7 7 ) ke T T EST 2HifT3 2 2 & bFAShTwa (CPG)"™Y, DOAC DL
DIFVICEH L CTRHIEF Y AHNZLL, EORMAENPLETH D, ~/8) YEEOMILY) A 7 535 <
DOAC 1FA8) ¥ BRI IR I TR ANIREGS - FEHLT 5 720~ 0% Vi 247031 R O REETRS§
Lz EHEEs D (CPG)™Y,

AR O 72D OLFULEICE LT, EST OfF#:& LTEPBD 2°% %, X ¥ AT O HA 5, EST &1
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YA IS I 72 <, IRIIMERE PRI S e (MA)™Y o FFRZ R B AL 06 72 SR
V2B ] SR 2 B ) i B R PUIMLAR 38 D REE DS BE 22 FE BN K VIR 2 %0 BLE X D, EST % EPBD 2 & %4
AaHE, M4 OREFO ML) 2 7 Rlfitiegéte) A7 Z MR L TREMICHBTTXE Th 5,

3. MEBEBRESICHTSIEENLF—VDBELETIZVY

Q 59. MEHEEBES B-1BEBEZKRC) OEBERIIHMITIRELENLF—TJEKIE?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

L BEERREESVBIBAEINIL—/NERARETESERNLF—J RIS,
(#2ZE 2, LANILC)

ERCP W #1233 % RCT O #5845, EUS-BD O I1E 8 ~ 15 %, PTBD O 5 %13 25 ~
31 % EWEERTVE (MA)Y, (RCT)™, (09)% ™2, itk PSS BT 5 750 — 2 /B IR % 1)
WZBE RV F =V DY ATITA v 7 L2 —TOMBIERII 34 % TH Y, Mo FLF—JHEIHTY
SRIEBETH S (SR, & HICHE - PSRRI RTIE FLF— VO AR% & TG R W& 5 AE 7
EORHDOEHDETH D, FHIETNIFEFICHHTH L, LarL, FHESDESE L, WERHD
B, FBRGMERSLEE %5, LD L IIWEMBILER, FLF— VTR E ML 72 HEEN
BEETH 72 LTHEVEIRWV ARV, LA o T, JREENBIELE & /NGBS AR L 7o AR BE R 2t
VBNV — NGBS FIRE N L — VSRR S B A8, B L 2 INHLERIR A3 e WA R0 TR AT AL
LY V= NGBS TR F L — U2 WL Pl SN 25100, BRI KL 3 — Y @iikn
BEEA A FTIRE FLF— Y2 MG, b L IZHMBERADIR% L ZET 5,

1) MEBERBEMICHT 2NN —/NBRREICEZBEENLF -

@G

BT EEIG R % B PR ARG A5 B2 817 % ERCPIZEBH O ERCP L 0 b ¥EAR T 7 = v 7 hER Eh %,
Witk TR E B O 72 7T b Roux—en—Y W& OIER] TId— MBI AR W20, @ENBLEEATFLIH I H]
ETLHDEZHNEETH o720 EHE, ¥ TN — YNGHABEE (single—balloon enteroscopy : SBE) <%
T NS — V/NEGERESEE (double—balloon enteroscopy : DBE) A3BHZS SN, WEEHERLEFIIZHBIT 5 ERCP
DI (AT RE & 72 5 720 SN E TOWETIE 53 ~ 95 % DBEIIH L 5 % LT O HE T2 WIHFSAED
FEAERHHE SN TG (CS)N0 T BB (OQ) HIBIR (2 9) o Lap LATHIILT L KI5 & 13
59, FATHRMLERMICO-22LbH ) TOBMMIIEEICRESNLRETH S, HEMIZIZ/NEN
V— > WSS L OV ERCP FEOM J5 128GE L 72 NBEEE IS X 2 R FROMATIL T LS, FEBIZIEHL
HNBGESILE D 2 VCIZHEELY AT E CHBELZIFAL, OB ICIHENHEE A ERCP %2179 ik

bZ
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k2 MEBERBESICHT 2/50—/\EREET ERCP ORKE
WHBERFASR  ERIE EREE

HH AR /N L HEBHL

(%) (%) (%)
Aabakken " 2007 DBE 13 94 85 0
Emmett """ 2007 DBE 14 85 80 0
Maaser 'Y 2008 DBE 11 82 64 0
Shimatani " 2009 DBE 103 98 95 5
Ttoi & 2010 SBE 13 92 77 0
Wang ' 2010 SBE 16 81 75 13
Saleem '* 2010 SBE 56 70 66 0
Ttoi '* 2011 DBE 9 100 100 11
Siddiqui " 2013 DBE 79 90 81 5
Yamauchi '* 2013 SBE 21 91 87 13
Obana '* 2013 SBE 19 79 53 5
Azeem " 2013 SBE 58 91 76 0
Shah '# 2013 SBE/DBE 129 71 63 12
Trindade ' 2015 SBE 56 88 71 5
Kawamura " 2015 SBE 27 89 70 0
Ishii " 2016 SBE/DBE 123 94 88 7
Khashab ' 2016 SBE/DBE 49 78 65 4
@7rv=v7

SBE BX U DBE ¥ A7 LI EFTA/NGENEEE, V=& F—N—Fa—TLNV—rarpu—J—
E DRSNS, DBEIXSBE &840, WHEEMIZH NNV — U ESNTBY 220000 — 20
THBEEZ EESE TV, Ty 7y 4 /RGNS, ARIED200cm D720 EWIT A4 F7 4 ¥ — L ALE
BUETHY, #HFOFEL 28 mm THZZWUEEOHIRD KE o720 TORMEWRT 572012, AR
R 152cm CHFIIED 32mm O ¥ 3 — + & 4 T/NGENBESHE SN (CO"Y, Znva— by 4T
AINENBEE 2 X, EBcD ERCP THWAIER 2§52 LA T& %, SBE, DBE &£ b IZAT—
TOMULEIE LNV — V2 HCTHE 2 EHE IR0 AT —7% HNOAED 5 WIS R AT $ Tt
DT, ERCP FHUIER A T — T V2 H W THEEED 50 id WGC I & ) HEHE 2179 o Roux—en—
Y FREETIE, FLUARI IR ASEMTT 5 S WIS S L WIEBI DA D B0 2D X9 BIEFNIH L TIX, W
B E2 T T 3REA M LAR LY S KRS TAEHOIERMMBAZITO L a7 Ly 7 ARY ¥ a Y HIFHTH
% (CSV, BN SR AI1E, $HRFA 72T LAy bEITIEED D 5. IBERET
FEWRDI L7256, BIEHETA FIA Y —ZBENITHAL, #RBE LS —YFa—7, 773AFv 7
ATV, AINWVAT Y M ERHBEBLTUHENLF =Y %179, EST 2479 &1k push B S b =25 %
WidgHR S E T =A% H\Wv 5, EPBD ® EPLBD %479 3 &I AR NNV — ¥ 2 W CAE E 72134
WERPRT %o EHABITIEIML, NAT Y b AT =T VRNV = I T =T Ve O TREABREZ1T) .

2) MEBEBEGICH T 2BERAREH 1 K TEE FLF— U LIRfTEERE

NENBEIC LD 2 < OIEFITIIFLE DS L @YX TONBEHRAIZTIETH 57°%, BAM AR WIES]
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R E AL DOREB 2 E/NENESHR ARG H S, 512, D LIEWEHE THIETE THER
MIHEFRESNELZ LD H Y, MAEPRKRESHARZICEET 2D D, DX LRIREEFIIK LT,
PERD S PTCD I X ZIHE F L — T L ZNICH Ef K BBV — P2 S ATRRPIThbI T &7z, BF, 1l
BT C /NGNS & Vv 72 ERCP IREEEICxT LT, B G#E & LT EUS-BD O Atk & &tk o5
HENTWD (C9™PH, 512, EUS-BDIC & DIBE L 72L& ISR A R W A& 382 D AT
W AT ) HERHAERINATIEIC A 7 ¥ 2 RET 2 HE HE SN TS, BERRAFNI LT, #LH»
O HME S & 30 A L CRAUKIEEBE PN (electrohydraulic lithotripsy : EHL) THif1 2 B3 % ik d &
%o EUS-BD 2255 & &, BEWHNHEN 4 FFIC—HCETHERE21T) 2L buligTh b (M5),
LHL, ZOHBEEEROWERN D CWELZMEL LT TEI W L2 R L, 5% TidHEE <&
Thbo

5 Roux—-en-YBEBESICXHT 2BFHK
ARETIEITHEARRE
220 2 B B T N LS T IS BT IR 2 )
L, FLEIRE NV — VRIS R A %
INNV— VT —F VIR E P L
WL CREABREZIT- 720

5| A3 Bk
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2007 4EICTIAT & L7z Tokyo Guidelines for the management of acute cholangitis and cholecystitis (TG 07)
(Clinical practice guidelines : LL'F CPG)Y, Z#®#IZtkE] & 17z Tokyo Guidelines 2013 (TG 13) (CPG)? I
X o TRMHEEIRDOBFIIMEL. LT & 72205, EBROBRKRBIY TIRERER I FREZ AT 2 EZ0GIHERS
X OB IZ KR (Systematic review @ BLF SR)¥,  (Observational study @ BLF 0S)' ™%, TG 07 Tl
PR HEE F L — Y (percutaneous transhepatic gallbladder drainage : PTGBD) @it & T D #4
BENTA, AMERFERICHHS 2 PTGBD OIS IZBRSN TV hr o7z, TG 13 T S 2> B T
FHHEREATZ BTN ) A7 OFVAMEREREZ T2 HHRERTLELE LRI RE L SN
(CPG)Ys 2ok, MRBHEHEL L THT =TV EREL LA L — VikTh 5 RN RTINS
5] (percutaneous transhepatic gallbladder aspiration : PTGBA) O AH HMEICH T 52 #HEN I N TE 72
(Randomized controlled trial : BLF RCT)'”, (09)" ™%, & 512, MofCBGmEe LTHEET FLF—
DPETHHNRGERRFLIENHSE F L > — (endoscopic transpapillary gallbladder drainage : ETGBD) &

FHAMETHENL - (endoscopic ultrasound—guided gallbladder drainage : EUS-GBD) 733!
5N %, ETGBD & U 85 19 a9 47 1% JH 45 1 & 3% 32 (endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography :
ERCP) FI24T9 WHEERREIAEE FL +— (endoscopic naso—gallbladder drainage : ENGBD) & P#H$s
g2 7 > M E BN (endoscopic gallbladder stenting : EGBS) %% V), 4% (Z&EME Y, PIMARIRRE, 1
KU, #1912 PTGBD 2SI #7172 L DBRICHH T® %o EUS-GBD 388 € OF MBI 2 #iil
MR TE72o TGI3 TIEINODONHBET FLF— DA & REMEICHT 2 10 il S hTunik
Do 22O FHE DI O AH DT Wz TG 13 OTATLRE, WHET FLF—YRIlT 2% oW s
NTETEY, Fili) A7 ORCEEINEEIBF IS 2508 7% N L — DO W CTHEDEZ T 5 42T
oo Tz, PUMBRIENIRRPLEEFEEE 2 M) HELEZ TN TS FLF— TV OBOMRLHEALFY FLF—
DBFIZ ENGBD & % WX EGBS D &6 L3RS 57y, & 512 EUS-GBD O T8 & i @ outcome 12D
TOHLERLT 5. 724 Tokyo Guidelines 2018 (TG 18) DOFITIZEEV, FRZFhD KL F—IJEIZo0n
TOHIRDHE (CPG)™ Pt L7zo

Q60. FHMUXIVDEVWEMBEEREEICEITIEENBEENL F—IKIE?
[Foreground Question (Cllnlcal Question) ]

FMIXIVOEVAMBERREBEICIIELENNLF—TEELTPTGBD 2#RRd 5, (H
B’BE1, LANILB) =L, BEARBEOIXX/N— FOWB M TIZZFIENSH 3 W38
FRARETNLF—TEZBBLTHLL, (LANILB)

1. PTGBD

PTGBD 32N F T  DIEBIERIIEIC L D 2OREMEHFNEIHERINTEY, FMI) R 70HVWA
PENHZE S BB 0§ A e N L — Dk LT3R ST w5 (0S)° ™%, (Expert opinion @ BLF EO)*#,
PTGBD O THOFEIC OV TIE TG 13” 12BN SN T WA, 2O THIE—REEE Th USRI E 5 (2
JEITTTRE T b0 BEWEA A FTICRITWICIHEEZ 18 ¥ — VS THRI L 721, EHTIIHA FTA Y —%F)
ALCTHENIZ6 ~10Fr O FLF—YF2—T%BET 2, 72751, TG13 2B 2 AT Grade IS
%¥ % PTGBD (3B L5, B HEIEE, A0HENN, HAREERICHEST 2L 0MEbH5 (05)™,
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2. RRETREENLF—2

AR, MENREE S B IT AH L W EE#E L LT ERCP FIZRRFLIEMICAT) ETGBD B XUV EUS FiZ
179 EUS-GBD 0¥ BRIty ZOAMECBT 5 HE bH R TS/ (RCT)® ™7, (08)»#9H 79013,
(SR)*##48) - (EQ)¥¥4 - (Case series : LT CS)*#%, PTCD & ETGBD % 4 HIK L 725 X134 7 W,
PTCD & EUS-GBD & ® SR T THEINH / BRIZERE / BIERIGEIRO 2V E ShTns (SR,
—7Ji, PTGBD 34MIE & 72 2 72 OALE S OFIF ORI & 72 Y £ 2 %%, EGBS % EUS—GBD &P L2 iE T3
D, FEPEDTIEZTAM L, ARMMEMHDR D MFEFEh s, Lo L ETGBD ® EUS-GBD % &
OWHERN F L F— T o#EDL IZNHEERFRNHIEO L F A 8— M2 X % high—volume center 225D H D
ThHY, BENLF—IFELLTHLLZDDLEIIVTELES IR, 200, HENBEOZF AN 0
W % #i#% Tld ETGBD & % & EUS-GBD 2B L TH HWwas, 20 k9 2kl Tld % witisk Tid PTGBD
EREEHFLF =T LGERTERETH S,

3. PTGBA

PTGBA IRy F¥ A FTUATRAATFEMIIEL L FLF—VHETH Y, ToFHMICHET 285 A S
NBH, PTGBA TIXEMIAH RIEERITE FL F =I5 Thne shTBh, Bl FLF—IV L LT
HEIES HAAIZ Ly (RCT)Y, (0S)11219,

B, WEFOKENKFLF—Y (PTGBD, PTGBA) & ETGBD & o EHEM LR TIZ, 3 HUNOD
PTGBA 78% » & b iHHEHEIF L THUNE R L EAEAERL), AIEEID RV E V) RIS
Sz (09, ThECOME L BAELMEL LT, MENEROMERDE VR PTGBA FH0#E G (1
LBWHIOARTIERL, RFELZBMNTS2%E) BEX5N5, $72 PTGBA & PTGBD & Bk I FH D)=
A<, PTGBD Lid® AV MEL 132 5% WwI &, ETGBD THICHEL 2 2 MiBHEISEI S hnwZ Lh
5, #— L7z FL =Y FEcomim X IRBRsINEFEs 5,

4. REREPHRMEERNRIOEEICK T ZERNLF—

U5k [ S R PUARSE I M D IR S B2 0H S % PTGBD (&, HiLY) A 7 A5 72D EAMLE TH 5 A
ZOWY PR hRIEIZOVTHER E N2 DL % (CPG)™, (08)™Y, Pl MRk F @ PTGBD
WZBWTIE, I 273 EE 2 L0MEVDHL—HT, NWIRLTOARWE L ORI THIN) A 7 12H BT
LWETHZHEL D oI vy RIESR TRV (0S)™Y, Interventional radiology (ZB$ % 4
A FI74TiE, MBRERDY) R FEVEE, PUILMEETH 2T AEY Y 1HIOWIRTHIITRELZ &
2 PTGBD %2 [if73 5 2 L 25FA SN, 20¥ FZLLVOBAE5 AR OKESER SR THE (CPG)™,
PLEEE MR, PT-INR < 15 TOMEAHER SN TR E 720, AN VEESZE Lv (CPG)Y, %H
DEH DM A ITREA 2 {, WME DA £ L vy, B L 72 HENHEEE 2 W 5 i Tld, fuiesEmikd <
b IfT e ETGBD 2% B S N4 %,
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Q61. iTAIO KL F— & U TREIEMWREZERNL F— DOFEIC ENGBD % %W\ 3 EGBS DO &
L5 P HREINSBH? [Foreground Question (Clinical Question)]

EMEERICKH T IRIENEENLF— TENGBD EEGBSDEB52HVTH L
LY, (?E,%r‘gn L ANJL B)

5. ENGBD & EGBS OFH

Q60 THbR72& 912, BHRENEBEOLF 28— DV AHIEHTIZETGBD 2B LT3 Xv, ETGBD IZ
I3FEEHSE KL — 2 (ENGBD) &#RFLIEWHTER 7 >~ FAEN (EGBS) @280 OF#EdH 5, ENGBD
(B EST 202 &9, MAMERLF—DF 2 -7 %Y BT 5. ENGBD OFHOFMIZLLTIZHR~R2,
WH Y AN =2 L= 3 V15120025 ~ 0035 4 Y FOAA KT A ¥ —ZHEENFEL (K1a) L7z

HiZ, IHENNEDZ (H1b)e TOHBATA FIA Y —ZRENNFEL S5 ~B5FriFAHENL F—
Fa—TERETE (M1lc)e YEO—HOFEOMRE 2 BW A /RS (BHD),

Em(OURL [http://www.igakutosho.cojp/movie/movie 09-Lhtml] (Z—H—% : igakutosho, 7SAT—F :19641212)

—77, EGBSIEA A FTA ¥ —%HFENNFERIC6 ~ 10Fr OPEA T~ M 2 RALFENICHES 5, 7272
L, 2MREROSE, MEFEILIELIEEEIN 2V ELH ), F8010 X 2 NP o HER NI
DOFRAHE, Heister FOMRM A EICL o THA FIAY—RAT Y MEFETLIENTERNWI LD D
720, FHARKICAZZEbH5 (RCT)™ . BAK R OMEE R A #Y) 2 THIZ X > T ERCP #gE 4% 1

BEHDVINMEORILE E2TENDSDH L7720, TROLO—HOTHIIPER L 2B LETH 5, 207k
O EFEEFE ARG E 1155 72 ATak & BRI IR R @ 2 74 BT A ¥ — 3806 % &0 7o NBLEEHAN 2 5121
FHLEDNH D,

X1 ARESENZS2EENLF—2 (ENGBD) OFH
a: L%@Uﬂﬂﬁ&walV_‘/a/fﬁb 0.025~00351 ¥ FDOHA F 74X —% HEF~FET 5,
b:AA FTAY—ZHBENNFELYET S,
c:5~85Fr fEHMHEENL F— /9"1 TERET 5o
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6. ENGBD » EGBS E55 M EIREhBHNEDH

JE4E, ETGBD O &4k, #4at:, ARMECHT 2 MEs2shTE2 (SR, RCT)*, (E0)Y, &
NS OF-FULEEE FE R M/ MOAIED H 5 BE, PUeSEMIRE, BOKERG, 72550912 PTGBD 2%
HEZR BB L CAMLR FLF—YCTh b, ENGBD & EGBS O L5 L% 0% I L iz o
TIZ 2D RCT® & 1o SR™ 23 5o 41 TG 18 TIZZ @ 2#i® RCT T meta—analysis % {7 72 &
2% (CPG)™, &b 5OTHTH FHEIH / HIKNZEMR / BIER THEA IR0 B0 o7 (THKY
% [+ v X (OR) @ 118 (95 % fEHHIX M (CD :036-389)], EKMZERH [OR : 182 (95 % CI: 040
826)], MFEREFEEZ [OR: 1.04 (95% CI:029-381)]) (K2~4), 7272L, ENGBD IZDWTI&, 5
PO RLF—VFa—T0M5700, BEOAPKITHELS 22 TEESH Y, ACKEOWRERD 5, —
77, EGBS ZBHNEDHEIRICE o TEAT v FHAEPKRESI NS A, ENGBD 3 #EHBEEA TR TD S
(RCT) . UE&D, ZRENO FLF— VDR EEONT > ZARA%SL#E2 50, BETR, ok
R LxZEB L L THHEREOHRITEL L2 HIRL T Jv,

FHRIhE

K2 ARJENEREFENLF—> (ENGBD) &RMRHFEMHIERRI T NEEWM (EGBS) (CHTHF
R ThED forest plot

EREREVZE N
ENGBD EGBS Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% ClI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Itoi 2015 2 37 1 36 38.3% 2.00[0.17, 23.08] el
Yang 2016 3 17 2 18 61.7% 1.71[0.25, 11.78] —t

Total (95% CI) 54 54 100.0% 1.82 [0.40, 8.26]
Total events 5 3

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.01, df = 1 (P = 0.92); I = 0% [ t t J
, 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.77 (P = 0.44) Favours [ENGBD] Favours [EGBS]

X3 AREENREEEZENLF—2 (ENGBD) & AREMEREZT > NEEfT (EGBS) (ICHT 55
REIZEZHEED forest plot

BFRER

X4 RREVRRPFTNLF—2 (ENGBD) EHRMREMEEX 7> FEEWM (EGBS) ICHT 51
RAEED forest plot
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7. ¥ GERENLF—2 BERARSETFEEZENLF—2 (EUS-GBD)

1) EUS-GBD OF#

EUS 74 FFICREBRIERS L 7238+ B HELZ SIS L, MEPMEL TRV L2 L 2h
519 7 — VEHTHRNRIC 0035 4 Y FHA FT A4 Y — % HENICHET S, ZHV— & mechanical dilator,
electrocautery dilator %\ & 4 mm FEOIHEL RNV — ¥V TR T 5, ENICREHERNL -
F 2 — 7 (naso—gallbladder drainage tube : NGBT), ¥ 7NV 7 F A NVTFAF v 7 A5+ (plastic
stent : PS) F/23HEMA A F VA5~ (self-expandable metal stent : SEMS) #%iE9 5 (K5 BH®),
Fhm@2URL [http//www.igakutosho.co.jp/movie/movie 09-2html] (Z—4—4%4 : igakutosho, 7327 —F :19641212)

%, WETIRHEERNLF—VEHO LAMS (lumen—apposing metal stent) (K 6a,b) 7 v H—7 5 v
7475 metal stent (K 6¢c) 25~ ~XVA metal stent (H6d) A INTEY, X )RETHELAE
MUHEE 2> TWh,

K5 BERARFETHEENLF—2 (EUS-

GBD) N> 1—% M6 #BZRAMETEENLF—Y (EUS-GBD) I
FAIhZXAZILZFT b
a ! Fully—covered 10—mm-—diameter lumen—apposing
stent with dual anchor flanges
b : Fully —covered metal stent with folding — back
wide anchoring flanges for lumen apposition
¢ : The flared end of a covered self —expandable
metal stent
d : Biflanged metal stent

2) EUS-GBD D pkia

BREHOF— 5 TTHLIEIZ 980 % (194/198), iHWHERE 944 % (187 /198), MWIAEREL 121 %
(24/198) THs (F1D, £A5 >~ Ml (NGBT, PS, SEMS, LAMS) OFHEIIE, HKNZERZE L K
HT 2L, R1OTELERZEN100% vs. 100 % vs. 986 % vs. 958 %, 100 % vs. 100 % vs. 945 % vs.
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901 %L %> TBYAHBEIRD TRV, HBELEZAT Y MIOMIESRAILPS, SEMS, LAMS OJIEHT
WRIEDG DR o Twhe 51T, HE L HLEIFHANICHEN TV IR TH L0, FLF—VIils
EDLLWVAT Y ME 2O TE S5 0IMESN LAMS O 2R S 2 ¥ B TIEAR
DEIHHTELVEDS 575, KBINNWEIRHMERINLAT Y PEEZ LN,

x1 BEHRARFETERNLF—2 (EUS-GBD) ICHBITB&ZXT > FEID
FREWE, BRROEDER, BRIER

T [P REYIES 1B FEAE
NGBT 100 % (32/32) 100 % (32/32) 125 % (4/32)
PS 100 % (22 /22) 100 % (22 /22) 182 % (4/22)
SEMS 986 % (72/73) 945 % (69 /73) 123 % (9/73)
LAMS 958 % (68 /71) 90.1 % (64 /71) 99 % (7/71)
Total 980 % (194 /198) 944 % (187 /198) 121 % (24 /198)

NGBT : naso—gallbladder drainage tube
PS : plastic stent

SEMS : self—expandable metal stent
LAMS : lumen—apposing metal stent

3) Questions

DOEUS-GBD OFRICREBIL— M ER+TTIEBIV— NI EB S RED ?

SR I IS RBEAN IR L — D X ORI L — P 013D AEREEASE VL S E s, SRV — b
SO7Tu—FHEE L, L L, T I8BRKIBOERRIHE O MR £ AE R DH 5 5610, KEW
FLF—P%479 2 ddbbo 2ORAITE, LAMS $723EVWRT Y FEOLOZBHT2007LE L,

QOEBERLF—JRICHEBENZTOIEP RATN I IMBERBREZEICHL T, EUS-
GBD 2172 2 & aERBITNE D,

Jang 5 * 13 EUS-GBD 30 il &£ PTGBD 29 $l® RCT & T, Zn 2 23, 26 B L SFESRHEHKIC
B AR & A7, BEESE TR ZER Ak 2> & B TR~ OBATHRIZ 9 % vs. 12 % LS TH o728 L, #iifi
FLF—=2 L LT®EUS-GBD Ozt L Twad, LaL, BIRIZIRMICETH, KFBIZBNTH
EUS-GBD (ZEMEHEP IS T 2 HE F L — V% OHFERL Tl ) 27 OEWEELEZ IS L TTh
NTVDLOPBIRTH 505, WELRTHICERLTWE EIZT 2T, O TEMYREMAFIE L T Dtk
KON TWD, 4#iE, FROEGELL &S IHAGREZEOYUREEESMA T, £9, EUS-GBD ®
REMBERPLINLLIATHD, ZOZ LD, B TIE PTGBD OBMHENRE S L, EUS-GBD
X o TH0SNLFPMADOHEENAHTH 5720, PTGBD BN ENLNETH D,
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LHEREEDLAFNAEETY, BROREEZI POV TELEITAERS TR
FHOBEFRLF -V 2KRFT 5, (HEREE2, L~NID)

SDMEBE S - WRERZEAA F T4 25 2 MU RE® 2013 45 1 H ~ 2016 4F 12 H £ TO M T, [acute
cholecystitis | [laparoscopic cholecystectomy ] [grade] [cholecystectomy | [cholecystostomy] % ¥ — 7 —
FELT, UMRERE T o720 Th— MFZE2 M (052, SEREAHG 84 (09" ik T& 7.
2 MR 3R — MR CIEEAEEEH N HE - 72 TR #E0E A R # TIHETEL, TR R L, BEAICHENY
WAL I o Bk, ERBEHOWD 2 B 7z ERIFERMAGE CRERERE I L IAEER, GIHERPR R 572
0, 552 OBEREEICHEDOIBERTHCHEEN 2 ERSA LN (09)% %, 20—75T, ML Hk L
THEBNZ R T 2 47 o 72 & A B9 0 T B B A0 GRS ) 35 22 723D, 8 2 WD Al @S S 2%k L9
¥, LvokBERbALRE (08)7HY,

EREEIS C2HE R L — Yo HMEICE L TiE, EROBEN, M2 B1) 2 5&5E UG DR T ICAR)
TdH -7 (Case series : LT CS)*, —J7, retrospective ZMETldd 275, F L+ — JIEMATRACIHE L
THATREC TG, TEBEHBOER, HEROWME RO, HBERITREEETHY, HEFLF—TOF
MB35 B A HIPEIIR S e Wi s S h7z (09)%%,

HREFEHE I o 72T OBAIC LY, BHEOIRBIIG U722 IGHRORR, BICBIH o fHE, B
WRMOWPHFRENRD 720 (09%%, HALLBHNILVETFHEND, Gk, BIREET L ORBELH
BEITSHIBI S 5 28T A LNV ORC KB L IRIFEA T DI, RTA FIAL RS LIRSS T L
2R %o
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a2k P ALHTIE, Grade I (1%3E), Grade T (FiE) FEBNIATT 5 BT OREMEE RO 720121F
SRR TNCHG L - NHSNEHEDO T TOARTMZIT) Z L 2T ARE, LOFERIB IR,

Q 65. BMMERRICHT 2 FMOEE L RITHRFHAL ?

[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

AMBERROEECSVTIMMEHIML 5, REHLSOEBEREICIZH5T, RHIC
FMETOI>EERET S, (HRE2 LANILB)

SRRSO FARREINE, SNBSS - IHRESHESA F I A4 V8 1 IRTIIARBREOFAM2S, E 2T
FREM T2 W DUN T ABER R O FA4l 25, RSN CTE 2, MR ROBHE L, B AR AR AT

W THELOBWITE L. /2, SHLARETRELD T2RHZRB L TW2 L HBr SN2 ER D H
Bo H1IMBIUOHE2MTRRONTE 2RI TMICONT, BB 72 BHMUNZEFTE D), Fiiox
WDV THRE 22 70

5% 2 WUB I O SCEMEER 1 & 0, [acute cholecystitis, laparoscopic cholecystectomy] [early cholecystec-
tomy] [delay cholecystectomy] [timing| #¥—"7— K& LT, 5 ¥ ¥ A{LHERE 17, X 57T 6 i,
VAFRTA v LY a— 3R SNz, T V¥ ALEEGRER 17 #th, 1T — & 25 T & TR
(CS)™, 1 fILNE SR T AT HE QBRI L L CTRBETH VM) 5B 2 L Ex SNz SRb BRI L
(RCT)™, 15 #i & I L 720

FaefsE, BB LR TXTUIBWT Lap-C AMTbh Tz BHIHEROBWNIE, 4 2 W
HICHIZ b0 1 (RCT)™, 134 14 M3 AEIL%7— 5, BEZH, HREERIC X - TBW LTz, Tl
B:i%, [early cholecystectomy] [delay cholecystectomy] & il#k XM Tw7z, [early] DEFKIL, 45 2 W
THEIR S N TS T2 RN E R L 72 b Dk 28 RCTT T, Mg ABe 5 24 KR LLPY 2 fid
(RCTY™™, WFgE (5 > & 2AL) BItA & 24 WERIUA 18 (RCT)™, %% (F73AB) »5ViEW%E (5
Y& 2 L) B S T2HERILAA 6 M (RCT)® ™", 4 HUWN 1M ™, J8dE4 5 1AM 1 (RCT)Y, %
BHRTELZIRL EHEKREL) 228 Tdo7 (RCTP™, [delay) msd, #Bhir S 13k
PHBLThLARYE, ENEFNEHELRL LD, 6HBUELLTVEb08E o7 2Dz, [early)
& BIE, %2, AR S)72 RN E, T2 IRH DN Z &t 1 EEUAN (TE 2572175 oz &)
D2 WENFGE LTHRE L7

X 2 BEH

T v 7 LMMEILEBGRER 15 il oW Th bt X ¥ BN %2175 720 72 RERI LI R T4 ([early cholecys-
tectomy)) F 721k 1 EMNFE T %2, 5T ([delay cholecystectomy|) & M#RL 720 HEMH LT
v b, FANEER, RERGOSEER, ABRME, BRI »5EROBHTH 5. FMKREHIE, 72 K
BN E 1 EBUARITFROWTN TS, T L O ST B W TTMR R 2 NEIRNC & 5 7258
AETE o7z (P=016, P=006) (IX3). MHEMEGIEASE, 72 KR LI FA0r & 1 8 LN R0 T
MOVTIH LT, T &L =0 % h o7z (P=074, P=072) (M4). ABEHIMIE, 72 BERILIA & 1

BB UNEI TR OV G, BHTFMAFHETHR L ) 80 -7 (P<0.0001, P<000001) (K5, L&
L. 72 R LA L T4l & R T IS B W T R O BRI IS 213 e o 72 (P=0.33) (X 6)o iBHAKIC
2 B HE, 72 R LN R A AT & 0 S B o 72 (P=0002) (K 7)e 44T - 72 15 i
DF 25 2LHEGBRITN$ 2 X #ATIC LS, BT T AN TRER R S IHER AR DS 5
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3 X ST FHEEE (9) (B 72EELURRHFN vs. 6 BUBOFEFHN, THR: 78U

AR EIFAT vs. 6 BLIEOFHEFT)
Early : B4, Delay : fi& Tl

4 X5 BERS (B : 72 BELUREHAFHN vs. 6 ALUBRORFRTFHN, TR :7 BUREH

1T vs. 6 BEUEDFHEFM
Experimental : 8 F4i7, Control : fEHETAT (Faizi b O XiE, A Z NS L7z720 70y M

LTwiw)
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5 X AR #57EbkREAE (H) (EE : 72 BELIAREFAT vs. 6 BLIBEOFESFH, TR :7H
LIARHIFAT vs. 6 BLIEOFHFAT)
Experimental : 5 JJF4f7, Control : FEEEFir

6 X ZfF TR TERREAR (B) (72 BRI R EAFT vs. 6 BEIEDOFHETH)
Experimental : T4, Control : fE#%TFAlt

7 XA RESERIIHIHLIER (72 BERELUARIFAT vs. 6 BLIEOFHEF
Experimental : FJHF4l7, Control @ f#H Tl

Z i3, HEHEBEREARL RE R v RO ABMIFIZIZAED 2R, AR o KB 5 F4lr H3 8
{, L7eho THBEERIIPD LB BEL 25 72720 7 ¥ F 2MEREBGABR T, JERDPET TS 721
i~ 1 DL EAEE U 72 SR 5 O FEBNZ 5 i TERAL S A, FRB% b QIR O TR IR IR T4l 2 47 W AR Tl
DR P OBEL T Do L72hio T, BN 2 RIER X OAMIED X 9 2R TORTEHIE SR & DL
HENTVLPRYISHN TRV, —F, MEL7215MD 7 ¥ ¥ 2MLIEERBIC BT, FREETIE R
WU TR T 2 JiAT L 72JEBI 2 6 ~ 23 %1280 7. FrtR TN, o HEROHMRE VD) ) X2
2R, SYEZ R BRIEHE D BT IE SR ORERALDEIT LT, PINEEES AL 2L ERX 6N, ZO
Harh, FETFMEY A7 235 A TS, SWEHE S - IHERSHEIA N7 VB 2MICB T, A




188 ZEXE

KOHHIIIERYICRYOFMTH Y, FE 72 RELINTH UL, ARetc R0 o JREER I A5 HESE S iz,
LD S T2 BRI LI CTO R T 2 Tl & R L 729 > ¥ 2L BRI 2 M ) (RCT)™, 55
b A ABEHIHNE R TR ELC, PR & B R D o 720 IRERGIAERITRL A 2D o 72,

FEBIEREZED X 7 EHTIC LR, 2@ F 721 ERIE B & 72 R AN O R T IZFE U=, AiFEsE
K, NHERGIEES, FEBTREOHFRFM I v, 72282 T1EBDANORBFHRIZHE v
THABOREREIE SN (MA)Y L72dioT, FERDVFBIL TH S 72 B LG L 72 2 HFE % o
BT LTH, FHICFM 21T 2 Li3Erd %,

FEREA & 24 WEF LAY 0 HLI A0 & 72 R ) AP SR o0 2 L L 7o ART T, 24 IR IR LA 0 L T4k % 72
3 AP L AT L4 B IR S e r o 72 (09)™ s R TARICAEAH 5 & LTH, BRI T 2
RF DBV T, SVENHZERTA AL 2NUBENREO T TITbNh s 2 EDE T L\ (SR,
MA)™,

WHETHIUXT2HEHI DI, # < &b TEBUNO R FMIE TR IS LT, BEICABEIIH A <,
FEREH DO FIRIC X B AP INEHE R R T O W R e W28, RERERICHES T LE 2 N5,

X 2RI EHEABRE

ARBFICAOGNDIZNZTNOII 7L AN TOy FEFIFNZHDT, FMEIEE
(v X, VAU, VRUE, FHEZELEE) COVWTERRDBEREX2T7F) IR
HelE (RTERO®) 2R TWd, BREOHY T4 X (BEH) EOKEXT
REIN, THhICHHIL TEHAEDEARTT (Weight) pfThbh 3, BERZRIL T34
I3 95 %EERXEERL TVW5, BEBENIEQICY 7 bThIENABEPEF AR
ST RTHhIEDL FO-LBEPEFTH DI EEBRT 5, ZOEBEIHEHR (null value,
MESIZNTDME) 2F/-VWTVWhIEEEELELEVWD 2 EILE D, BIFERDEWRTRL
A EIPHISE T EVWTVWAETNIE, X 2T7F U ABRICEEEIGHD2 %KL T
W3,

Q66. HERNLF—#%, BEEHEETOEELEITEHLIZ ? [Future Research Question]

BEERLF—JROBYLEFHEBFHCOODTERENBRAOSVEHEL» £, —FTDRE
FEShTUVWAEL, (LANILC)

FERZRENTHESE N L9 — 3 (percutaneous transhepatic gallbladder drainage : BL'F PTGBD) % & & 7z H#E
FLF— VoY 7% Lap-C RIS % 5 v 7 2LILEGRBUIAFE L e vo 48D 2 R — PSR
PTGBD 2256 Fili  COMMA T HLE L ThH o727, TEFVALANVMIEC L L, Th— MIEOKEE
F3ITRT,

PTGBD &, & LTHAFAREB LOCEFREICE ) TR OBIS & 72 5 2w onRHICHEH S
%o FMiAfEbizIEBIC PTGBD 217 o 7235f, €Dk, MM ZH 0 FICFMiz ) J L 3WEEE P S
%o TMDSEBR2AEFNK LT PTGBD %I HH] / BEATH 217 - 72 B TP AR (09, 1
A%\ (09)®* % EOMBEIRENT VD, —H, WMEICKELERECEOWMEBFET 2 (097,
E512, BT (PTGBD L) Lol (5> 5 2ELEEER L 1F (09)%, 24— Mg 1 (09)”)
TlE, WINd PTGBD %4 ~ 6 HMHIZAT -7z Lap—C Tl&, s, FAkeH, FERITE, AHEROT
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%3 PTGBD » 5 FiTE COFHEHAR, FilTiE
=25 R FAly A

GUHSCRY)  ompmme  frheame
GBI GIERIED

Han®’ T2 WA T2 WML L IR A BREAS I L, PR AT R B
(21) (46) WEREAT SR A ST AR A BEI I 0 AT B C
Choi™ 72 WA 5 HEL kR HHIFA S M 25 L, AR IRE ) 23T
(63) (40)
Jung® 10 H i 10 HYL |k Wita A PRE, FATIRER, BAMERATER, AR A,
(30) (44)
Tanaka ™ 14 B A 14 HYLE BTN RE 1 A A
(16) (47)

RTCORFIZBVTRIFREHIRE SN T WD, INHOENS, FMAERZERIZ PTGBD #17- 72
BB RO Lap-C 2179 &, FHMOBHREI S LICHELZEAPH L, —FHT, BHEIIBVTI,
PTGBD #5112 Lap—C # T > 2 BETHMB L 2 VIR DI ME SR TS (09, HIFMIZHE VT,
PTGBD %O FMICE L C— DRI O N TB ST, HlICH 722 EiioEE ORI T2 SFI R
WEZZDIEMNZHE LT 52 EEE L, 4%, APACHE IA27 7~ 14 HOFEY A7 2k
RIEG i G & L7z, Lap—C LHEE FLF— 2 L OBFR L ME L7z 7 » ¥ 2 (LIEGAER (CHOCOLATE
trial (RCT)™) Dk )%, TEFYALXVOFHNRED N5,

Q 67. SMHBERERIIHT H2FMOER 2R ITANZBREFIE?
[Future Research Question]

Grade I (BE), Grade I (FZHJE) : CCl 6 mEE, ASA-PS 3 Lz FiiiERETF L
="RET %,

Grade II (EfE) : BEEDBREF L LT, HRHEESE, MHREEEE, JE (T-
Bil 2mg/dL Bl L) #EStiEHREE GEICESFRMEOEVREREE) CRET S, Filf
EREFELTCCI4 mEEF -3 ASA-PS3LUEZRET S, (LNILC)

WEES X, HARBIOEED 5329 floaMHgEsko 3k — MFE %247, Grade 1 (84E) B X OF Grade
I (p&E) Tld, SEEMHTICTCCL 6 MU ETHAHAIICHEIZ 30 HIETERMS BT 2 2 L &2/ L7
(#£4) (09",

7, ZERMNZ M2 Grade T (FdE) @ 30 HEECORRK T2 %5127 L7z (09)Y, ko
HCh, RS (ERRREE) B X O REREE (PaO, /FiO, M 300 BLF) A3 2 EFIE AR 30
HAETCHASHM L CWwize ZRICIA T, #9E (T-Bil 2mg/dL YLE) Z2A 32D, AEIC30 HELH
AWML TW/ze Grade 1 (BiE), Grade I (WEE) Tl CCI6 MiZEY A7 LW L7278, Grade I (IE
IE) TiE, X DEBEIZFHBESEZHIRELOBNYTDH Y CCL4 mLLEEREY) A7 EHE L7z Grade I
(FEFE) 1TBT5, HHREHNOLTR (REIZ30 HAETS, TERIZ9 HAELHR) 2K 61R L7, ABTIE,
—WIMIC RS AT 2 T, BRETIZIHE FL > — VRICHER B TP, CHTIIHENL -V D
HATb Tz, BIEVERARE S (PR RER S, PRk REREE, BOE) O WIERITIE, HHEEINCA T30 H
FELHEB LU0 HIECRICHEEZ RO L7z (09",
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ASA-PS 122V T, WL 2P DML TAMMEROBRIIBITLERAT LAY ES, L@ESATY
720 ASA-PS 3 Dl kid, & Lap-C OfERET L3 2HE L H-72 (094, (CS)®, ASA-PS 2~5
BAHBICRERSECE VI @mLbdH o7z (CS)¥, M Eokis,s, ASA-PS b FilifahE & LTRL
720 LA L, ASA-PS 3 DL ETH - T b AVEIREE S T2 L 72 HBESRHEE O F TIRIEL B % 3830 2 2
7ZEVIHIHELH D (09, FHROMEBRE TS 2 M2 RED L EE b b,

%£4 30HT=E (Grade I (BRiE) +Grade I (hZfE))

A7 T B8 AT EZ i T v Xt 95 % CI
(n=2677) (n=21) P P i
ASA-PS
0~2 2571 17 <001 0.054
3~4 106 4
CCI
0~5 2,140 9
=6 537 12 <001 <001 4433 1.816-10.822

ASA-PS @ KREREERHF 2 & 2 A iIRE 541
CCL : 4B 2 G AT F v — IV v AR B Ie
(Endo I, et al. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2017 & ¥ 5 HM%EZ)

%5 30H3TE (Grade I (EFE))

A A7 A HE R EZS Vv F v Xt 95 % CI
(n=591) (n=20) P fii P fil
ASA-PS 0-2 532 14 <001 0.156
3-4 59 6
CCI 0-5 304 7 0.148 0.380
=6 287 13
T - 477 9 <001 <001 6.470 2446 —
+ 114 11 17.110
H R R — 518 12 <001 <001 4.346 1.640—
(RRRRESE)  + 73 8 11515
I i il i 5 — 528 13 <001 <001 5.843 2052 -
+ 63 7 16.635
B - 457 13 0.198 0493
+ 134 7
EkaEREE - 385 10 0.164 0073
+ 206 10
FFbkRERE S — 371 14 0510 0.360
(INR >15) + 220 6
L8 e i S — 459 17 0437 0513
+ 132 3

(Endo L, et al. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2017 & v 51 ec%)




x6 BOLMEREETOFHEICLZEEEFIFETE (Grade I (FfE))
(EE% : 30 B3ET=, T : 90 BAETE)
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30 HAE L% ABE B B CHt B+C Bt P
(n=260) (n=180) (n=93) (n=273)
E A 0 0 2 2 FHEA (A vs. B)
BEs L (0.00) (0.00) (455) (127) 0040 (A vs. C)
0226 (A vs. B+C)
BOC I 8 0 7 7 0010 (A vs.B)
REX (9.30) (0.00) (14.29) (6.09) 0403 (A vs. C)
0426 (A vs. B+C)
90 HAt 3% AR B # CH B+C % P
(n=219) (n=168) (n=74) (n=242)
BOEEI 2 0 6 6 0513 (A vs. B)
Rk L (131) (0.00) (1622) (4.14) 0001 (A vs. C)
0.164 (A vs. B+C)
HETEIR A 7 0 9 9 0014 (A vs.B)
FisEd b (1061) (0.00) (2432) (928) 0089 (A vs. C)
0.794 (A vs. B+C)

ABE:—HITH, BE: FLF—YBTH, CH: FLFr—Y Rk
(Endo I, et al. ] Hepatobiliary Pancreat Sci 2017 & 0 5| H %)
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2. SHBERROZLEIO—Fv—Fh

1) Grade I (84E) o7A—Fv— k

SEIREE 2% - THERBH|A A FT4 VR 2MEB L TRELER I WA, BZEOIFRER &S RKEE
ERTHIERMAT,
DA (M 8)

AEOEERIE, FHOERSETEEF LT (Lap-C) TH 5.

LHL, CClBELV ASA-PS ICLBFHET, FiiU X7 PEVEHIET S h/-ES (BHRT
xR 13, HEERSHIVLFEEEZBEITNETH S, MHABEICIVREIHEL
7c#&ICIE, Lap—-C D HEITAIRETH %,

BEOREZ R RL, RECTMEHITTIRNETH D, WIHERICEL Tid, IRERICH T 2 0 HEE
DEEZZRLTIZLY (BVE Z2MHRERODYZE L GEEELED 7O —F v — 2],

FAT R EERE B0 LT, BERATZ G0l TR R T RETH L BXIE SUEHERIET
2 HVFHGHRE IS T IHEER Ak 0 %242 7 T safe staps —Z ) o

wEmgs | o
) ’[ TS } AT

I
7
/ I

Grade I // A
I (829E) ! > BHID LapC

A

A (EY A7 THW) CCI5 MU A2 ASA-PS2 LT
u(@EI A7 TH5H)CCI6 ML 7213 ASA-PS3 UL
Lap—C : JEESE N JH 245 4l

A Tl BT IZBIERAT 2 & o 22 fa ki T8 2 it 5

M8 aMEfEx @ 2E70-Fv—h
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2) Grade I (FZfE) O70—F v — b

O (M 9)

S DEGTREAMICEEERERLEED B /-0, LEFHOREICSVTIIFRORE
HEERBINETHS, SMHBERRFHNICAK L ZARRAREI VNI, FHD Lap-C
DIREDSE—RIRTH %, CCl HLUV ASA-PS 2 AV TEEDHERB P L FIKRE % FHil
U71&IC, Lap-C ZHITINETH3 (CCl 6 mELEF /(3 ASA-PS 3L LEEFHDS
D27 EXIWT3). @Y R7BICKL TR, REREOILFHLEICTFRR Lap-C 215
T3 (B, NEERE, £5FEIFTHLLVERIICE, RExAEFEHCHEENL
F—T TS (R

BEHEOAARERLEHREZ R CHLR L, SRR IETH I L 72 NHBIIBHE D W 5 ik T4 7 Tl
A7) S EDHETH B PO M CINEE N L — V7% EOBRSAITRE IR T, SR i
RANOERLPLRWEEDS T L (asdbiE, 7S HENLF—T12OwTid, PTGBD A3BLR A THE
BERTVD BXE 2MBERICHT 208 N L — Y Ol & THREMR),

SUEIRFER T CIE, RO SIEMZIL GRAELRRIRIL) 12X, PREEIRE (RS L 2 RHIC
<o M A OBEREL MR L, BOoHEZ#E L CHERZHEHEGR RG2S 2328 %<, H
JERAT % GO fEM A MEF I T & 2 FRABINL, RAEHERPN LTI RETHL EXHE SN
P03 B HVEHGHE— IS T IH RS I D %42 7% T safe steps —Z ) o

A
SUEREF K FMTIC [ FHiLapC ]
FAAR L 7= RIS BHE

a A

GradeII mEERS L7 0 >
(REEIE) MEpEE | -
¢ S
. T Lap—C
N BR/RH
fEERL - | )

% DU 5 MR R IR B

a PiRHERS B L OSB3

¢ PR G. B X 02 B MR

A (BYAZThRWW) (CCI5 HUT > ASA-PS2LTF

u EIVAZTHAH)CCI6 UL F721d ASA-PS3 DL
T OHEE F L — VR R 4T

A TG TIXBAIERAT 2 & o 72 fa bl T8 2 B4 %

X9 SMBEERX (hFE) ZE70-Fv—b
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3) Gradel (Z&|ff) O7O0—Fv— b
@39 (=10, 11)

— R L EREEICI Z, HRFERTE (RENZ ZEFRBNBERSR S LUCRERD
) BEDBYLEBHRYR— PR ETH S, BBEZTORBEE LT, hiFEES,

MFIREEREE, ®|E (T-Bil 2mg/dL ML) ZHIEMEREETE, RHICEAEOHFTE
2BEREREE, RREZZ2AERCHURBEREETERET %, £/, CCl4mU LTI
ASA-PS 3 LItk % Physical status (ffEERBH LUCLEIRE, LT PS) AR EHMT 5,

BRMEREE» &<, AERICHRBRESP%HEL, CCl, ASA-PS & AW TFHiNER
EHIE S NAERICH L TDA, EHREELESH-L25TEENITL TREIPD Lap-C 2E
B3, LROFHEBEFBEILEVEFICHL TR, B3R HOBENLF—
EREIANETHY, BEFLF—JEICPS HPRETIIE, FHRFHEEZRTE S, Lap-
Cl, EHhEEZEH-2EEEIFIRECAMBERRFMICAEL ZARENBEDEFE
TR (BRHER) DATITOINETH S,

Grade I (FSE) OAMMRTESRIE, SHREIIEWICE(LLERBRTH D, PR, S5REL X O
WAEOME R EOBEERE I OEEICHI L2 BT, AR EIRT A RETH D, Grade T (IF
fie), Grade I (WF38E) TIXCCI 6 K& A7 LHIW L7243, Grade I (FEfig) Tid, X ) HEICTHE
INE BT _RELDOBRPSH Y CCL 4 1ML EEZ PSAREBE L. F72, Lap—C &2 BEIRT 5K, SEH
BERTFNBGR L 22 NHBIEHEE DTS SE AR TH 2 2 L2l 5. EHOHEPHEL GO0
H, R ONRER MM CIHE F L b — O EPAWRRRGGIE, SKERANOER P LRI ESEEND (et
e, RTBH). 72, MPEFLF -3, Grade I (P4FEAE) FFRIC PTGBD 283 S s (GBI 2tk
MRFESTR S 2 IHEE N L F — Y 0l & FHSBK)

N2 b O (BOCENE B E £ 72 R OB BE ), CCL ASA-PS & H w7zt L\ Rtk %
W7z L, WA &R L 7B, BRI T B A ATV oD, R o IR A & SRS
o 72721, FANEEEEATE WU REVE & &P &, AMTRICHERR L 22T RACHE D W 7 B EEFR AR LS & 0 fa bR A 52

PottRERsREE # 4 L — =
Grade I | | 155k s e o SRIEEE ¥ L N
(&) [@zfﬁﬁg;%MﬁﬁéP IR e

BARHER P TR
¥/-EPS* AR

. 5 -~

[ﬁ%’lﬁﬂﬁ%&ﬁi?# ) ]_) 82a /24

L e

MEELS
(LN

FEERLF—

T 1 AR IEEEREE ¢
RISH R

RFRARER

I 1
I |
| Yy J

PS* AR

10 SMBERX (BE) AFE70-Fv—h
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# ESEMIERES X ERES. WFIREEEREE £ /-3 FE (T-Bil 2mg/dL KIL)

¢ EERICHEREZES  BREST % - 3BHERE (BRICIVRRICEET
Sr]EEMEH 1))

Y SR EPREEED 25 TR P DOSMBRAFMICHKRL /-
WREHNFHEDENE T 5 e

* PS : Physical status ((#17&E S L L HIKEE)

PS R4 : CCl 3T »D ASA-PS 2LUF

PSAR :CCl 4 HLIE %7218 ASA-PS 3LIE (FUZX7)
A FiiREES T RFEBTE S0 - EEERETFR 1857 5

M11 SiEE% (BF &%70-Fv— ORE - BSOS

xR7 BEEEFIREEE

Grade Ml (F4E)

SUEIREERZHE 7 0 —F X — M X DTl & B SN ERN, BhiEREE2 GO ES BT, oA
TENRFE T Pk L 72 N R EE O Vv B tiEE (R HEz%) \CBRE L7299 2T Lap-C AHifT T & %,
FREMHICHEL L 2 WA, BRI ELTZERTRETH L,

Grade I (WP%5E)

AN R LS — T £7213 Lap-C 2 AT T E 5 (AMNHER T HM L 22 NHGEANFED W) izt TiE
BWETINETH D,

FRSEMHICHEL L e wE, BRSSO EEZZER T RETH L,
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g s T AR AT (laparoscopic cholecystectomy @ LC) (& 1985 4E1Z Mithe (B#ER%Z85) X V¥ T
AT S, ZF D1k 1987 4E 12 Mouret 23BIAE & [k video—laparoscope T47Vy, Dubois & Perissat (2 & b Kk
M & KE D SR & L7 (Expert opinion © L F EO)Y. 1992 4E {2 1% NIH (National Institutes of
Health) 2 >t Y H 2L Y AERIBAREEEDIZL A LIZL o TRETHHARBHRTE TH 5 LiwmoT 5
N7 (E0)?s LA L7edss, 1993 451253 S 7= SAGES (The Society of American Gastrointestinal and
Endoscopic Surgeons) 74 FJ A4 »Tix, ZMHFERIE LC oM ay@Ens & ETw72 (Clinical practice
guidelines : LT CPG)”s ZDHOIHHERR PR OMEL, FRFH O M LItk LC X $ 2 Pl
KL, SMIRERISTT 5 LCIMEA IR L2285, 2007 4E12 Tokyo Guidelines 2007 (TG 07) T,
Wb TRVEIRPE S O BAEREABUE S, TSI TS AR SN7zAs (CPG)Y, 20134044 FI4 v
ATHZFONEIRIEDL S % Hh o7 (CPG)Y, Tokyo guidelines 2007 (TG07) & Tokyo guidelines 2013
(TG13) TixGrade I, I @OEHE (mild), H5E (moderate) (21d, LCAN#IL & ShTwiz, 72721,
Grade I Cl&, “FEONHENFIHM 2 AT 258" LI &0 Y, Grade MZiE, LC &, BWiET <
DOLC OBMIBIZIE % 5T, FTHERNLF— V&ML TEEOREBIRL Lo THD, LCO#EIRL RS L
ShTwiz,

40l Tokyo guidelines 2018 (TG 18) Ti&, HA - BB O KHBILFEAFFE (Observational study : L F
0S)” % X TGI3HICHG SNz Lz b L1, WA RHEOTIS, BEW, 2502, FMEITR S Mk
HEET UL, Grade TTH, —HIICLCAMTAZ" LHET L, LCOBBAULD 572 (CPG)”o L7zhi T,
LC DXNRBIVIAL o7zl THY, SFTRY EFshehroiz LCZLEAIATHIHE" 225K 0, &
BEED LD DTN, SHOHL K54 0 OUFTT, RELFPF LN 723D TH S,

HHIL SR LTWwa LCIZIEREEME (bile duct injury : BDI) 2A—E0HEHAETRILZZENLHAON
TWb, FRICMmE NSRS (vasculo—biliary injury : VBI) 2 & 72 L72BH G TPEINEVW EHH S
HoTwd (09)Y &512, 20 TGI8 T, LC D@IEAEK LBUETIX, Hibd 2 %4 % PMFIH (Safe
steps) RN T T LR TELRVWHIAT, AFTIE, IhixohrhedL, o, P+ 2 HwC Hl
L7z

THHO X512, BYIRERITKIE L BHECOBREICL D, PMEEIIAE{ELRY, BDIOY X 7134
PEMRFER O EAEED R TICONMAE B Z LA S0 L oo TE72 (05)” TG 13 BRI Al il /L % & Bl 22
HERERREE & L CRHi§ 2 A3 b, 400 422 5 HBGBOLF 28— b a ¥t 24 2 Tl ) o B
RO RN (B0 £7:, HA, #E, A8, KEZOMIZHIT2HFHE 614 & x5 L
LT, BDIDOfEk%z & U 2 R MY 2 FEROGFH 29 HH 250R L, ToOfAPENIEREE L bR s H
\22WC Delphi & W 7z5Fli b N T & 72 (EO)"s Tho oMz EEIcLizar ey H 2k b LI
TR LCOFMERT Z L1, BBORL 23 F SE 4 LCHfTEICE > TBDI 25 3 720D EER I A
o4 Vb EF 272, TGI8 MR T 24 FHAEHEE LT, LCAILL{fibnad4H, $3, VBI
EBDIZDSHZR 5 L &BTDIENRELRBECTH D, T2, WPICTHREEL HEL2HAETH, BED
AT HEZ T, BEL %5 safe steps & [T bailout procedures #H/R$ 5%, 72, AMEIIEERIZIZHRA
BRAOZEHTHEENVLY, TOWEORBFER L IEE L L2295 5 reduced port surgery 2SR
FERNWIE & 72 % % PR TGS L7z,
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Q 69. SRR H (T SRS T IR EWOFHMHEE ORFILFH ?

[Foreground Question (Clinical Question)]

TR EXSMERROEEEICMA T, PR IGEEETHEEBEMOFNEEEE
IZkY 5%, (LANJLD)

e L ZORMOIIENRIEIC R B L, LCOMEIIZEL LY, WEEIHEOTIENEL &b, HTHIE
1B 7% O EE 2 G BHE DA RIZEBEIERN D 2 ~5 LN S hTwb (09, (Case series : BT
CS)"YW, ZMENHFE S 13 common disease T W MixI AL 720, 728 2 A PHERAELIEL TLRMIZ
Vo INOLOEELAGIEZ D T2, FATEHEE Z @B IS5l L, BRSO D 2 LED D

%o PEROTCHETIE, FAHEORE L UCHIERAT, FMRH, AHERERREPHVLRTYS D
DHL A,

ARERIEARE (BYEHERZ &) I2BWT, T CHIERAT & PR O E & U Ol fEsR, M
WA 5 &, BMI, JH#EER CIHEER SN WVIRENG Y, BREOES, ik, CTEZEIHO
5 H 2 BRGNS A B 52 AT & LT ST wz (C)Y, Bk, HEERENNE, SR
AW, CRP LA O 3 B2 T OERICEFS L (09), Bk, [imeksgm, 7v7 3 V&
i, €V Ve EE, B PO RAREE, BERBESFHIERITOFUNCAHH % EOMENLEAFEL T
(098 (C9Y, Zd X HBHEMEEERL X ¥R 2175 72 LT, BEBITOY A7 KT L LT
IO K D HEREAE (4 ~5mm PLE), B, & Bm2adiFohTnd (Meta analysis @ DUF
MA)® (F1). 4, BIERAT, A0:5AESIE TG 13128 5 EIEHE Grade 1 L, Grade I, M TixA
FIHVETIMEL R ERTYS (097,

INLORERIY, WETOMGHRARCMBIRA, TG 13 BIEE 2 & TP T2 D Lk v, &

, PGS A IV P A B Lol ClE, REERISER 72 IR LUN O T4 TR A PRIE R A IR
ALz, PHEESRCET2@mLdH5 (09, MEEELT, ThOOWHEIELALTRTH
i DT — % 2 HBELEINTBEMAETH Y, TET YA LNV DEWNIFZEIZFAEL BV

1 FHREERSSIUCHEEBITOEEVRI7775—

FAFER DTS 3 MR AT >
JHEE o BN TSI BT B IHFEREALE (4~ 5 mm)
DL SET 0~ D il A EAERE (60 % F 721 65 i)
CRP @ -5 L7211 Ui
rmIEE R B B IHEE R SVEEgES (TG13 BEERED / M)
ST B~ i1EE S
JIEI5E T2 W I T A S
BMI BMI
ASA 237

FHHEEOFREE L L TE L HW SN T2 FATRE RN E ORISR E ARAEL, BERITOYIR
HEEINFEC LI > TS ESETHL I EDHA - HE - REOZF A= 2R E LT v — FHAT
Wohtiorz (B0, $hbh, H5WHHBERICHIED, SRR TE 2 TRk o s
L TR CHERITER LY TIE W E B SN, —F, IhHDANORBINRIEELE LT, Mtz
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R2 FWMEEZZXHNICFTFML > WP CHE

Ay AT AL #E R
A. Factors related to inflammation of the gallbladder
(a) Appearance around the gallbladder No Inflammation
1. Fibrotic adhesions around the gallbladder due to inflammation 2
2. Partial scarring adhesions around the gallbladder 2
3. Diffuse scarring adhesions around the gallbladder 4
(b) Appearance of the Calot’s triangle area No Inflammation
4. Sparse fibrotic change in the Calot’s triangle area 2
5. Dense fibrotic change but no scarring in the Calot’s triangle area 3
6. Partial scarring in the Calot’s triangle area 4
7. Diffuse scarring in the Calot’s triangle area 5
(c) Appearance of the gallbladder bed No Inflammation
8. Sparse fibrotic change in the gallbladder bed 1
9. Dense fibrotic change but no scarring in the gallbladder bed 2
10. Partial scarring in the gallbladder bed 3
11. Diffuse scarring in the gallbladder bed (includes atrophic gallbladder with no lumen due to se- 4
vere contraction)
(d) Additional findings of the gallbladder and its surroundings
12. Edematous change around the gallbladder/in the Calot’s triangle area/in the gallbladder bed
13. Easy bleeding at dissection around the gallbladder/in the Calot's triangle area/in the gallblad- 3
der bed
14. Necrotic changes around the gallbladder/in the Calot's triangle area/in the gallbladder bed 4
15. Non —iatrogenic, perforated gallbladder wall and/or abscess formation towards the abdominal 3
cavity noted during adhesiolysis around the gallbladder
16. Abscess formation towards the liver parenchyma 4
17. Cholecysto—enteric fistula 5
18. Cholecysto—choledochal fistula (included in the expanded classification of Mirizzi syndrome) 6
19. Impacted gallstone in the confluence of the cystic, common hepatic, and common bile duct (in- 5
cluded in the expanded classification of Mirizzi syndrome)
B. Intra—abdominal factors unrelated to inflammation
20. Excessive visceral fat 2
21. Inversion of the gallbladder in the gallbladder bed due to liver cirrhosis 4
22. Collateral vein formation due to liver cirrhosis 4
23. Non-inflammatory (physiological) adhesion around the gallbladder 1
24. Anomalous bile duct 4
25. Gallbladder neck mounting on the common bile duct 3

ML 25 THE 2D W T E DR difficulty Z# & U TW5 2% 0~ 6 [0 : easiest, 6 : most difficult] o 7 B¢ CEEAl
L720 #NZNo expert surgeons (ZM. LT 2 MOEZE A7\, 2 HEEoh iz [#E] & LY,

HHE LT O WA R LRI H ), TFA— =+ (EO)P 12LB 07T
%, ZEE - SENFEOT VL v HFADELNTVE 0055 (EO)?, DEXY, #fihiii (32)
BERBDOEIEMICTATEE 25 LS A18IEE LT, SBROMETOMHICL 25HliAZE TIN5,
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Q 70. 2MHETRICHT S EFEFETHEEFHENIRELGZS, EALFHIHEINS D, ?
[Foreground Question (Clinical Question) ]

HPEEIHPRELVHIEL, BEEEERIT3-OICAERFREEBEINRTANEZTH S,
(#EE1, LANILC)

JOEVER A, Calot = OMAEAL L RHRAL, R I MR MATER D FEE R L D729, CVS (critical
view of safety) DIER%Z &7 2R % LC OFTHWEE RIS %0 TG 13 Tid LC 2K HE 7 S PEARZESE
SEBICEFERIT T 2 L 2T DA TH o720 SRIOWEITIE, BAKNZEEMRZUTO L) ZH
VF, AVRHEASEYNHIT L, RHRGZRE S S 20n X9 1280 5 R E & OB HARTHETRIIE U T %
BIRT 22 LM HERL, TEF Y A0MIIEC & L,

B e 58 2 51l

JHEEZ 5 TR 200 012, HBEZ YIG LINEY & B L 728 (HEERE 2 ] i BB L C Wi & B!
T2 FMIE, FERERIBAORAL2SfTbhTEZ (C)7. BWKRICRESND L)1, —BINICIELE
D—R & YIkrs M % Uk (partial), KB UIBRS 2% M4 (subtotal) &EFKL TWd, L
ML, I L CTIEBE O A TH oIk & A & IWICX S TB 57, BELL72RRICH
%o Strasberg &%, HHZEREZ W KAIZEIER L 72MiXid 37 XC GBOWERTIEZR <) WA (Kla) &L,
JEEB O B4 1 BB S 2 475X fundectomy & AT HONEE Ly, ERELTWD (E0)Y, M4
fith, MIRNHNPERE % PSH S % 71 reconstituting &, NHEE % B USRAFRGIR %2 W B IS BEK L C IR BE4 Br 11350
& RIS 5 )ik fenestrating % 5 (K1) (EO)¥,

PEREGE PRI 2R ICEI LTIk, AT T4 v 2L a—, AZRImIcE 5 e, BEBTHICHN
T, IR SN L7225, PR, WG IHEFAER, HFM=, JECRIIMA L7z (Systematic
review : LLF SR)™ . HEEHBEDYIBR O A IS & 2 BHIRE D2 I BO o 720 IRBEGIRI % P T &
T RNLF =T THRZIEFNL, PASETE 7EFN LR THZMNHESERIEE S (endoscopic retrograde chol-
angiography : ERC) % JiifT L 72hEBIASHIIN L 7225, S OHEFRASREIE DL S hdo 7oo ARt RIREB
%1 72& 2%, reconstituting L72% DD 5 %FEE O REBN HBERE 1 O T & B0 72 (SR F 72, ¥
LBV LOO, BEEGAEOY A2 bW SR TWS (SR RS TN 4245413 A% 7% BDI %> VBI %
J272OICEBINESHEELRFERO 1O TH S, MBI BIESE T IHEEH AR OREG %2 ¥ 74 TRd (Bl
@)

Fm(OURL [http://www.igakutosho.cojp/movie/movie 11-Lhtml] (Z—¥%"—%4 : igakutosho, /$A7—1F :19641212)

2. FIEBIT

BIERATORIECE L THME L 727 ¥ 7 2MEIIRRBRIZ 2 WS, A 5 BT SNZ2RENC X 2 L BT OH
M X0 R OMBAPHERIIEN o7z MA)Y, L, LCAKEEE 5o BIE Tl OB §
2O, BEBTRLTLIREL VARV E VI L H 2 (09%, T2 HA, #E HE3»
EOIFZ)8— MATo 72T 7 — Fi& T, FERBITICI ) FRIERD %L, EHELLDOIEAED
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EEFA

ISR 1T a d

/ \ Fundus first

Fenestrating Reconstituting

1 FHTEREESCXFd 5 EEEFT bailout procedures

: IHFEE 454 subtotal cholecystectomyo

: JJHEE % B U NHEEAS BH 1350 % #&#i 5 4 51 fenestrating.
D EFRIHEERE % PAEH S A 7k reconstitutingo

: Fundus first.

a0 U‘m

175%DHTHh o7 (E0O)?, BERITOERIEIMEBDEL KEVWERDNLD, SREORKE % i
THEUNHIWTT 2 RETH L. BEBITLTH L BIHEO SRR E KM SN LA, HiaefEiro T
LA

3. Fundus first technique

JHEERET A O #EEREZ AT FH (M 1d) IKELTEHaaBErshTtnzvy, %72 dome down, fun-
dus first, fundus down Z& EIHENTVLHEELH— SN TV RVOVBURTSH 525, PubMed THERT %
B Y fundus first 25 b % A ST 5,

b L, Calot ZMADRIENTRCKEGICEB LS, §CUEHERBITT L0 EMNEZEZZTTEL,
fundus first LC+ JHBEHE 44 & v 9 BIRPKIC L > C, BDI &2l L2 LC 2#%EF TEX WS H B L %
HoTHBLRETHA 9o Fundus first (2B LT HERAT L RRICETW@mA D 50 LLET & 0 2 OH kD #H
HENTBY (COPY, fundus first 12 & ) FMPREATZ LT — A2 ) — X0 Biid -7z (09)Y,
(C9)*s %7z, fundus first LC+ MM 425 & DHERBEIC AR & T2 HE b H o7z (COPY, Lalxk
235, BDI OFAF K720, THEERRBCIEN T 5 G SEIERASLETIED 25, BaLdhl L
D &9 HERIRIIZEIERENEETH %o Fundus first TFM 2479 Fr& IIZHE - THBEZ 7D 2T
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VBl 22 fabtidid 5, LBEEZESTRTLHS (CS)Y, HICHEELRDI, K5I L B HE0EE
WA R A A3 BRI TIE, fundus first & TIED VBL E DB A2 AD-Z L THD (CY, L72A- T,
FIEEOWAEITH BB ISR T RETH D (0S)P9,

4. [B1EEF 1T D& Iy

BT D Delphi I ¥ & ¥ H AWRIZBWT, BEFR 21T WIS IOV TOEEIE SNz (E0)", Calot
ZMOBYRFEF TV, Caot =A% Ty F~v—2 & LTHAR LK, £ ZICHBERRE 2 iR bR i ke b
WHY CVS VRO NBniGEE, MEEFHEE2ZEETRETH S,

Q 71. AMEERICWT 2EESE THEEFHEMICHEVTBDI 28 (13 -OICEEL &3 gH?
[Background Question]

o iRIELRT D R EAFAT - SRR ICERETHERFENZ21T55E, BDIZ#IT5/:0
ICHRMI LI E BRTORHAICITI CEHFZEE L LY,

oCVS 1ERL : IEfESE TR LN 2 REICER T 2 7-0IC(F, CVS D3 D&M &R
L, VUvyEJYBEST BRINCEZA LTI N 2ITHEPHREIN B,
("CVS D3 2D%MHE, UMFA~CEFHSINTUVD,)
A : Hepatocystic triangle 5 5 fgkh & SR HEBKARUBHLPhTWVB Z &,
B:HENOTIFD 1 APE,LSHESH, BREIRIFSBEHEL TSI E,
C:2oMiEEY (EE|ELHEEHMRK) /(17 P, BREEHRLTWBIE,

SHERMEISASFLHBEEZ 2 Fv— U OER : REEPKRM(ELET, Calot =AICBNT
JERREOEZFPRELES TIE, TITEREFEM,»SBERREOERE2HAL S, £
hTHERREOER I EELIZEICIE, EREFHZ2ERYTS (Q7088H). S4EHF,
Rouviére BDER Z BEZNERE L, MEZOLITAS M2 &V BBERATFHNEREZE
TONETH D,

o E 4T : BIlES 5V AIERE T OERB LI BDI £ M5 T EHEShTVS (Q70
B18) ,

= s

oFHMAEGKKRE: MPEEESH I FATHIEVIIET AR HEVY, WAETD
MRCP, #iifh#EIRE SR, WPEFTKIRED BDI 2B I rIREMFH 5, (LNILD)

SPENRFE S TIIRIE DR E THRAELAHED & TN 22 0T, FUNIIREAEIILM 2179 & & AL
EnTwz (CPG)Y, (EO)™. EBICHMIO LC D13 ) 2REHHEIEI D2 L, PRI PLRIZ PSR nE
VI EAH 2 (EO)™, (SR)®, (MA) 7, (0S)™, BDI D#HEIZZMITZEFHL ZVOT, FEErz
Vil (EO)™ LM LC TBDI A 72 & W) 2 d % (SR, (MA)™7, (09", Ko * & AT
(MA)*™ ¥ propensity score matching D5 (0S)® Tid, HHEICEYTHITB VT BDI B ad ol ik
NHh, FHITHIC L D BDIE 50 % T 5 L#HEShTns (MA)Y,

Strasberg 512 X D #2ME &7z CVS#E2 (E0)™ 1%, SAGES Z iR FICERLTEBNA X A0
AUGIS # ¥ N—12ff 5727 ¥4 — M4 T b it BDI % B <Dl CVS OFE A b HEIE S hTwb (E0)™,
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CVSIZBDI 2B < EICHMTH 2%, NEHEOMTE S22 W RBLETHY, LYF Y MHICLD
CVS 2a 7ML (09, BT P L7 (097,

LaLl, SHBEEEFIIBVTIL, BRFEPHL Calot = OMMLLEEICLY, CVSE/RL72DD)F
FHRAAR 2 Z R LIELIEH 2 (CS)™, b LIRELI R Calot = DIFH DA 25418, LC TOHBE
FiizZz0F AT 5L, MBEHEZEZTENTDL20T, NEFHEEZEE TS (Q70 LROEHEY S
). 22, 9, S44EEF, Rouviere i DM 2 AR E L, WMHEZORITF2T74 2 X0 HJEN
TEMBNEERAT ) OVRETH Lo FIHEITT > THEEZ 1T 21X, PO MRE TS 2928 01045 % [l
T&5 (C9MHH,

Calot = OHHEIL A < T fundus first TH LC 2 ZAITET X WA, subtotal LC RFERITT
BDI Z#F % L i s Twd (SR)™, JEEd TAREEME il b L IBIERAT L % o 7RI O A 1) X W58
T, BIERATIEBNCA T BDIAS5 61 (33 %) &V, Mg IR 2464l LC 12 BDI 2542 » 72 (0S)™,
PEEgE AR 2 1, BH O LC AR EICEETE L WIGFIGERTREMRNEEZ oMb, LirL,
AEHIIHBHE O EBRHIRTIC X 2%, M lISEBINIC TR 2R3 & Z 2 6, i i X 24
EREIEEDFENTE- NS (E0)',

MR RS BDI 253 87 21d %< (C9)Y, (SR, (09)* ™Y, BRMICHITENZ D TH S
(EO)™, (09)s LA L7%d%S, fitHEE#i1E BDI O S 5% 5 FfE{bz MM 2 DICHTHH I L& A>T
BE72\, i MRCP % & & MG 1 5 A3 BFE & IR AT 295 L (SR)™, @ik (0S)*%
R EOEINE A BDI % B ¢ LC ORE#ETHIC R 200 LAR WA, S5 5REAPLETHS (SR,

Q 72. AMBEERICKHTIERETHEEFEFCIOTREEFIBEI@H, ?
[Background Question]

BEEETEERENIPEELESICIIEBECINAERLELEFHMFIE (safe steps) HHER
shs, (LNJLD)

B @ Delphi @ ¥ & Y A TRENZNEE D L2 (EO)"W, bhbhZT 0% 4% LC ® TN safe
steps X ET %,

Step 1 : JREHE LB QYT & % 2354, SMRGNC X ) HEDER Z1TH. (X 2a)

Step 2 : UL HEDHELIZ X 5 Calot ZAFOREM L BEROMR (hr vy —1+5273arv), (H2b)

Step 3 : JHEESHF OHEBLHEE XM A 517V, Rouviere i & 0 bEM THEXRmMZE N 5, (X2c¢)

Step 4 : HWIZHERMM OG> 72# B 2179, (M 2d)

Step 5 : RO L% LB 3501 2 HHET S, (K2e)

Step 6 : CVS Z1E$ 5, (X21)

* MRS 5 & 2121, FFEEIZ X B 1k Z A, BEZESAZAO[MHR 7Y v ¥ 7i3ATh kv,

Z O safe steps 12 L7255 72, EWMM L THZ2EYF+ (#HE®) TRT,
E)E@URL [http://www.igakutosho.co.jp/movie/movie 11-2.html] (= —+—44 . igakutosho, /¥2 7 —F :19641212)

BDI O W RetEA D 2361203, W IHEE R, @ik, ICG HOUMERA % & 241w, HE R ME O ELT
EWERT B EDVBRVDD LN WA —ED RRE R,

FAEIZ X % Calot = DML, RIALRL B O AIREORR DY &, b5 WV IIEHAWICEHE R T~
FY—=2TH2 CVSHERTE RV L) R AICIEREETFHR 2 E-T 5.
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-------

2 LC ME#EL I h/-LL2L&FIE safe steps

a: FWS NS X BRI (),

o a0 T

CCVS 2B %o

T2 RIEVZV, HDHVIEBEORETH AR

&, RIHEZHEE LRET A —ATH b,

DY) R HEDOFEGIZ L B Calot MO LR OME (Ao y—bF 7 av),
HFESEER DA BLF B I M A 54T, Rouviere QM TIHFEFE 2 # 3 5 (L),
CHICMERIE ORI - 2 HEEE 4TS (RHD)

RO LD 35D 1 ZHEET B,

WL D BDIZ2 & 72900 H 5. HICHERTREIZ2O

PLE, o Delphi 2 vt v 4 2% F L o72H% (EO)Y %% 31377,

&3 Delphi A2t H2 (2017) ICKZEEBFEFHD-HDRE

How to prevent?

o L) 2 HEEDFE G2 X % Calot =M EFD B & RO

* CVS DAERK

By —r 3273 av)

CERAARZ Y vy ¥V I TOIRIME LDZ L Lk, TEA25FFEHIEMT 5

When to stop?
o Calot =MD AEIZ & B iR HEAL - FEEAL
o ZEATI DA (Mirizzi el % &)

Where to stop?
e CVS
e Calot =£

What are the alternative (bailout procedure)?
o HIERAT

o JIH R fi 4 fi Al

e Fundus first technique

o JHEEAME (KL F—TDR)
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Q 73. #EERADFEET 2 2MBEERICH LU T—HNEEIIZHNEELVEBATWSE D ?
[Future Research Question]

EE6FBhTVWEEDBVZEL, (LANJLB)

KARAF RS & IS0 AR RS AEAE T B IEBIIC BV T, BB O T » & ALl (RCT)® ™ & 2 5 1
B (MA)®® 238 1), —HifY (laparoscopic common bile duct exploration plus laparoscopic cholecystecto-
my or intraoperative laparoendoscopic rendezvous technique), ¥ (endoscopic retrograde cholangio-
pancreatography followed by sequential laparoscopic cholecystectomy) E#IZWVIN G FEOREWLTH S
CUHRENTRD, £, 5T 5 LB (RCT)™ & A ST (MA)™ 13— &b
SEDD % CRPPEREVER@R L TS, LeLES, ZAE ORI TIIAMMNEERD R HAER I §
AL <, Bl CRTEIREERIN§ 2 il 2GRk e iS5 2 L BWNEETH 5o ATEHERICEDE
#5%@%%E®ﬁﬁi77%ﬁgm3%«BW”“T@D SRS HRIBERE A1 DY A7 T b (h

DR Do RIHER OO TWHE T2 <, MRCP, WHENHE R, A HEEg FSEICHERT
%%(09%0

2010 4EBARED T~ & ML BERERE b L 12 (RCT)® ™77, AHSd T A & T 17\, IR HA OB
WA (M3), aHESR (K4), FEBEFER (XM5) ICHEEI R, 72, BAMOUELE»6EZ L, —H
MTEFE 1 M OHR TR, MRE LCABBME RAOETHRTHS (RCT)® ™7, (MA)®Y. BT

3 fBIEEFEARREDRKRINE forest plot

—HAFl ZHAF R Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
ElGeidie 2011 4 89 3 100 24.8% 1.52 [0.33, 6.99] -
Koc 2013 4 57 6 54  32.9% 0.60 [0.16, 2.27] - &
Rogers 2010 0 57 0 55 Not estimable
Tzovaras 2012 7 50 6 49  42.2% 1.17 [0.36, 3.76]
Total (95% CI) 253 258 100.0% 1.00 [0.47, 2.14]
Total events 15 15
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0,92, df = 2 (P = 0.63); I> = 0% f t t {
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.01 (P = 0.99) 0.01 0.1 10 100
4 FESEHEAREICHE D SHHEE forest plot
—HFl ZHAFil Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
ElGeidie 2011 0 98 0 100 Not estimable
Koc 2013 0 57 0 54 Not estimable
Rogers 2010 0 57 0 55 Not estimable
Tzovaras 2012 1 50 ] 49 100.0% 3.00 [0.12, 75.44] .
Total (95% CI) 262 258 100.0% 3.00 [0.12, 75.44] R —
Total events 1 0
Heterogeneity: Not applicable ob1 oh 5 T

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.67 (P = 0.50)

5 #RIREEAREICHE D FEBESEE forest plot



BTN 2 S BRAR— g NIRRT D %4 70 FIH safe steps — 211

&, WHEIE EHABHED Z FVRUFAIZE Y, BRRICBWTHERETHZRETNETHAH BIZIE, W
FIEAI T & [AIFIC ERC 2 BUMIIICAT 9 A, SMRHEE DS IEIESE T I U1 247 R B 20, ZHiakiC BV TH
Wiy s), 612, ER, BN S —HRHEROEIS EDREE L L T E2IEANTH Y, ERE S
AT b, R - BUR b BkA ThH 5o SWEHEROBWDEE L 72INER A 2 ) BF BT 57 ¥ A
L BEABR DO E R I N 5

Q 74. AMREFTRICXTT B reduced port surgery DIZRE|(Z{AH ?
[Future Research Question]

SMBEZERICX T B reduced port surgery (3 Z DBAMEHNBAS HTHUV D, EEIICRR
ShEERICBEL TITH) L 258 #RT 5, (LI D)

TG 13 Tl reduced port surgery i3 & ) HIFSLN TV dh oo SHOWENIBNT, AMWIHELRIITT
LHVEHIIBRIE#E E LT LC 258 1 BPUSMED T 5N TWD, LCIREEEEAHM L7 ECRE#EZERKT
%%, reduced port surgery (Xl H D LC L IR R L BAEM 2RO Z-FHTH S, Lz ->T, TGI8
TITAMENEE R0 3 B IS T4 & L T reduced port surgery Oi&&E % & ) H1F7,

CCTIRERIM AR ST L, R 23 BAEEZHNIC, Yy h—0W A XM T 5
oy =¥, TRV OEE WS T T2 #8F L T reduced port surgery &5,

vy —OREWEPORY &A% T 5 MO BT iE, Navarra 5 %% 1997 412 one—wound
laparoscopic cholecystectomy & L CHE L7 (CS)™, ZoFH, BAf4 OHTIFERTBY (E0)™,
Z Z T, single incision laparoscopic cholecystectomy (SILC) &IERZ &9 5,

SILC &3@% @ LC (conventional laparoscopic cholecystectomy : CLC) ZIb#kL7- RCT &, 2MERESR %
BeTwb g, FRRAERNIE 05 AWERBEROB A 40 %UT TH o7z (RCT)™. Lo TRtk
PRIZOWTO SILC DEENIVE T EN TRV EWR X9, A ZEHTIZXIUE, VAS (visual analogue
scale) & I\ CaFAli L 729613 SILC A4 v (MA)™o L L, OB I TH 2 OO0
TRWEHICES R, Day 1 TS 2V (MA)Y . SHHERERICIATEDNZVET 2 HOHL 0
(MA)M™ | A 7 A B (AR, FPm, BERENBRETSE, e, BERERES 2 &) 13 SILC @
pooled risk ratio A% <, WD GOHE (RS, FOBBIE TR 5 &9 2 Hite R IR N AR IR
L% (MA)Y, 7z, FAMIFERIE SILC 25 < (MA)® ™%, it b1 v % — @il SILC 5 CLC 121k
LT (MA)®Y,

BRI SILC 297 % Ly (MA)M 5% L ) T o—J5C, ik QOL 2 2 7 Tl SILC A FHEA R
HENTwaY MAY. 2F 0, & F ) FEIETRVIEFIH S 5 IR HHTIC 317 5 SILC © CLC I2H# 5
DIF, FTEVELEIHOBRE W) EBINAREAICH 207120, IO EOREREMEEICHIRT 20501
HE2TIE RV, —JF, PHEERIZEL, GIEN) 27 H1E5ATWA, SILC IZfEH § % multi—channel
port IXEAli T, JEHMH T 7% EORERLHEMOLEL TLTFHTOH b, SILC 1TV F EHMOBIESL THO L
ROFELOBRETH %o

—7, reduced port surgery IZBWT T v H—DH% A4 X% L 72 FHifld needlescopic surgery & M-,
Smm U TOED b a v #—%2HT52FHTHS (CS)Y, APEIRFELIZS5W T needlescopic cholecystecto-
my (NLC) & CLC #HB L7z RCT 34 7% \45, NLC R FMFEHIERVH 00, SIHEREFRIFETE S
HWHTH2 LM SN TS (RCT)®s NLC & CLC % KB L 725 ¥ & ALIEBGRERD X & f# T & 4T - 724
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FiTEFRE

31

6 HEFREE needlescopic LC (2 & 1T 3 FiTrERE & #iT1427% 8 forest plot

RER6IRT. A FHHN T, PARERICEZZ L, ERIENLC 20 2 Wl S > 72 LaL, kiR
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DNEWESE T NIRRT Al (Lap—C) 23RS 5,

6. PRAFMGHE % BN L 72 Grade T (BRIE) JEFITIE, 24 BFBIDINICERIR L Z2WiGA, HENLF—
R, WRREL 2 SN BHEICIE Lap-C 235"

7. Grade I (W&E) JEGITIX, #EERZRA IR T, WL BB S ™, R o Lap-C # ZE T
Bo BUAZBIFTIE, BE/ BRPICHETE N L — Y 2350 Lap-C 2T %,

8. Grade Il (FEJE) JEBIT, WY AZH* * TRAELHPICHEFL F— V21T, BERERA LT,
i 4 & Il S ™, B o Lap-C T iETH %,

9. Grade I (W%E) &I (FEhE) FEGITIE, MK E T OMEREELZITH o

10. £ RHFEE SO EH, R ORERLMPHE N L - — 3 2 EPA WL E1E, Wk
NOER DL T AT B

* Charlson Comorbidity Index (BLF CCI) 3 X OF American Society of Anesthesiologists physical sta-
tus classification (LLF ASA-PS) % H W CTHEADOEHIREZ FHIi§ %,
**CCL ASA-PSITmz, M#rkEEOME (R UCTER SR E £ 72 330 EEZRREE) 2 TEED
EHIREZ M %,
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6 ~ 12 KEfE 0B W
REERHLAE X H, JEEEE 0, CT, MRI, MRCP

BT, I~ 24 WERIIAP, [ 24 ~ 48 I BPY C TR FE ) i e e ) o 7o T B
AFl

SR, Ol (EE, oo, EMFEMIE, $UR3E, full dose DHLHHE)
L]

Grade I (BJE) : FIITEHEIC 24 BRI LIS ROR L2 Wifr, R FLF—2
Grade I (h35E) « RREIHE FL F—o

Grade I (FJiE) : ferdR— ML BAPE L F -2

ERETOME F L F— U RIB B TR AT RE 2R Y6, ok

Grade I (WF&E) & I (FE) : M & HH QMR &
SERRAE 2SS B R O A A e B C U SR H Al

AMBERAONCRKILVFv 7 UXb

L]
[
L]

O

6 ~ 12 B 4E D2
PR, CT

TN, (IR~ 24 WEMTLAP, [ 24 ~ 48 W LA T3 B0 52 260 2 o 7 T 2
FFAl

TWIREE, NG (&, Tomoim, BHEMIE, SEIE, full dose DHTHIE)
G

Grade 1 (BE) @ WAl & FIWT 3 4UE, FAEDS 1BEBUAN (72 KM L VLT L
W) @ Lap-C

RAENIG I 2 IR L 72 Grade T (BE) © 24 eI DANICEEPR L 23565, JHEE N L S —
TR, WREE 2 5N A %A1 Lap-C ZRGE

Grade I (W&HE) : BERZRA ZZH T, W & Hkr S, B H8o Lap-C &%
o B A7 BT, BA S/ RHNIHE R L — T 73R Lap—C

Grade I (F#E) FEFIT, ¥ A7 PICEHELH I FLF— V0 EHEMA N
R, WA & B S AU, R0 Lap-C b HATIT R

Grade I (W&EE) &M (FEAE) : MR & PHIT O KM #5728
FRTOESER, HEFLF—T, FTMA 0 BE A%
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JIEZEHE 4= 201
AN 169 JHEE FLF—2 169, 179, 201

R4 7% T safe steps 201

TYFNAF T TN 127
NY RNV 217
NYRFVFzvy 71 AN 221

R e 17

Wi 17
BoEtEN#Es 17

RIS T IREER Al 169, 179, 201

WAORSFEERER 17 Ju—Fx—1F 51,179
[ HUE 17 A Z N 179

HA4 R4 57,85 127, 217

[ FA 201

FIIERAT 201 WM 57, 85

W2 W 57, 85
1Ltk HgEsE 17
ERIZW 57, 85

CURPEIRZES 17 Charcot 3% 17

SRR % 47,57, 127, 147, 217, 221
SPEEEE gL 47, 85, 127, 169, 179, 201, 217, 221

RSB 4 17 EBS 147

EGBS 169
ENBD 147
ENGBD 169
EPBD 147
ERCP 147
EST 147
AR 57, 85 EUS-BD 147

EUS-GBD 169

sV=Z AN 2 AFay (CQ) 7

PUREEIGH 127
GRADE 7

FETE 17
HOREREHIE L 57, 85
WEGR 47

i 85

WTEHE 47,57, 85

Lemmel syndrome 17

Minds 7
Mirizzi syndrome 17

AR A RE 201

PICO 7

JO PTCD/PTBD 147
g FLF—Y 147 PTOBA 169
W 147 PTGBD 169

JHE G 127
JRERLF—Y 47

Reynolds 5 # 17
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